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The Camer-omens 


he appointment of David Cameron as 

Conservative leader matters not just to those 

of our readers who are Conservative Party 
members and supporters, but also to those of our 
readers who belong to other patriotic parties, or to 
none. Whatever their party affiliations, all readers of 
this journal are likely to be interested in the signals 
sent out by Mr Cameron and some of his supporters 
during the leadership campaign. In our two-party 
system, what happens — or doesn’t happen — to the 
Conservative Party will have a major impact on all of 
us. It is not just a matter of if the party will win the 
next election, but whether it can combine electoral 
success with a resumption of its former role as 
conserver of the nation. 

The first concern is that so many in the media 
treated Mr Cameron so kindly almost all the way 
through his campaign. When journalists go out of 
their way to lavish praise on a rising politician (in 
one ‘prestigious’ radio programme, a well-known 
journalist adverted incessantly to Cameron's dress 
sense and consumption of fruit juice — an indication 
of how deeply his analysis cut) it may well be time 
to count the political spoons. There were dissenting 
voices, but the majority of people in the media 
spoke with one, gushing voice about the Cameron 
campaign. This is not Mr Cameron’s fault, but it is 
nevertheless worth noting by those who know the 
lamentable limitations of our media. 

But the chief thing to be concerned about is 
the constant rhetoric about ‘modernisation. One 
must be careful talking about this concept, because 
it can mean whatever the user wants it to mean. 
Few Conservative supporters, one suspects, would 
object to a little tinkering around with presentation, 
and many may even welcome Cameron for technical 
reasons — as someone who looks and sounds a little 
more glamorous and, ergo, electable than other 
leaders. But in general terms, ‘modernisation’ means 
adherence to such flawed nostrums as all-women 
candidate lists, the promotion of members of ethnic 
minorities regardless of their actual ability, the 
ditching of ‘family values, ‘human rights’ sanctimony, 
and so forth. Certainly the Cameron team has done 
nothing to dispel this impression, with his first 
public speech as leader deliberately staged in a so- 
called “academy for black pupils” in east London (as 
if he and his colleagues are determined to live up to 
their nickname of “The Cameroons”). Many Britons 
seeing such photo-opportunities are likely to be 
wondering furtively whether this portends a kind 
of sneaking reverse racism, with the Conservatives 
and Labour fighting it out on the ‘middle ground’ 
— ie, striving to represent every ‘community’ but 
tax-paying, respectable, socially conservative, 
indigenous Britons. 

But what is important is not what Mr Cameron 
and his advisers say — but what they actually do. 


Politics nowadays is a question of constant jockeying 
for moral advantage, and a continual attempt to 
sound as if one is attuned to the publicly stated 
Zeitgeist. In a Britain increasingly run by and for the 
cultural Left, ambitious politicians often have to play 
games to make any headway. We should be patient, 
and see what Cameron's party actually does. 

His decision that Tory MEPs should quit the 
European People’s Party hints that his incumbency 
may not be as. wrongheaded as many Tory loyalists 
fear (that is, if this policy is lived up to). Likewise, his 
eagerness to eschew ‘Punch-and Judy politics’ in 
which the MPs of one party automatically oppose 
all the policies of the other party, is welcome. 
Sensible legislation should be supported, no matter 
whence it comes. The dualistic, adversarial method 
of politicking merely perpetuates a passé and crude 
dichotomy between ‘Left’ and ‘Right’ (what, really, 
does either term mean today?), and fails accurately 
to reflect the complexity of modern life (if it ever 
did). Those who worry that such an approach will 
lead to an unhealthy, PC consensus a la Sweden 
should realize that that is what we have already. 

However, all the available evidence suggests that 
Cameron and his team have persuaded themselves 
that previous Tory leaders lost by being ‘Rightwing’ 
—a message drummed home by commentators not 
just in the Guardian and Independent, as might have 
been expected, but even in the Times, Spectator 
and Daily Telegraph. ‘Modernisers’ often cite the 
failed campaigns of Major, Hague, Duncan Smith 
and Howard as evidence that themes like crime, 
immigration and the family no longer have any 
resonance in society at large. Yet these campaigns 
failed for other reasons — Major's lack of charisma, 
Hague’s naked opportunism, Duncan Smith's 
dullness and Howard’s poor starting position. 
Contrary to what many ‘modernisers’ may believe, 
crime and immigration still do have massive 
resonance (‘family values’ admittedly less so), and 
are far more important in the daily lives of Britons 
than chimeras like the relief of global poverty or 
achieving social justice (whatever that means). 

Britain badly needs a party — or parties — that 
will stand up boldly against the tsunami of crime 
and the virtually uncontrolled inward migration 
that is turning Britain into a kind of chilly Brazil. To 
speak honestly about such things is not ‘nasty; as 
some have said, but sadly necessary. The signals 
sent out at present hint that such policies will be 
conspicuous by their absence — which will mean 
that a long empty gap in British politics will remain 
unfilled, with incalculable consequences not just 
for Conservative supporters, but also for those who 
belong to other parties. Politicians sometimes have 
to sail under false flags, and their actions are what 
count — but so far it has to be said that the Camer- 
omens are not propitious for Conservatives. QO 
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Leeds trial: pig’s ear or silk purse? 


Roger Jolly thinks that the government and the CPS may be making a big mistake in proceeding 


with the Nick Griffin trial 


he initial arguments in the forthcoming trial of 

bailed British National Party (BNP) defendants 
Nick Griffin and Mark Collett have been heard. 
Reporting restrictions were not lifted and the trial 
begins at Leeds Crown Court in January. A third 
defendant, BNP founder John Tyndall, died recently. 

The charges stem from a secretly filmed BBC TV 
programme at a private branch meeting of the BNP, 
which was allegedly infiltrated by a reporter with the 
help of a ‘disaffected’ member. Other factors may be 
revealed in court. The initial arrests came several 
months after the controversial BBC broadcast. 

The prosecution case may concentrate on intent 
and move to exclude factual evidence. Thus the trial 
may be another example where ‘truth is no defence’ and 
therefore factual evidence is secondary, even if heard. 
Thus, a number of rights under the European Human 
Rights Convention may be affected, particularly those 
relating to fair and impartial hearings. 

The charges have been brought with the consent 
of the Attorney-General, and this may spark comment 
about the perceived politicisation of a theoretically 
impartial legal post. 

The case is being brought against officers of a 
legally registered political party which gained over 
800,000 votes in 2004. It is poised to make further 
gains if it can capitalise on the proposed trial and other 
developments. (A prosecution would therefore appear 
politically ill-timed.) In normal circumstances, the 
political background would be immaterial. A relatively 
high proportion of councillors of all parties have faced 
serious charges relating to pornography and indecent 
images. Their political allegiance was not a factor. 

Some legal observers privately consider the 
forthcoming trial, expected to last several weeks, to have 
all the hallmarks of a hamfisted show trial. It may also 
become a precedent: hearsay evidence is now admissible 
under the 2003 Criminal Justice Act. A recent case (R 
v Weir) also allows bad character to be mentioned in 
court but this applies to defendants and prosecution 
witnesses and is subject to legal arguments. 

The precise words recorded were “vicious and 
wicked faith” in reference to a religion, but the basis 
of the prosecution charges are racial hatred. The 
prosecution will have to establish intent. The court will 
decide whether the statement was directed at believers 
or the belief and does or does not constitute intent 
or incitement. Is it a perfectly valid opinion about 
a religion? Or was there a suggestion that listeners 
should take part in action based on hatred? Hatred 
is not a crime and incitement to hatred can only be a 
crime in certain limited circumstances. 

In the speech, Griffin predicted eerily the barbaric 
terrorist incidents of 7/7 and that the perpetrators 
would be from Bradford. (The prediction was wrong 
by eight miles.) The original charges predate the 
atrocity, which event has not persuaded the Crown 
Prosecution Service (CPS) to drop the charges, to the 
surprise of some legal observers. 

The CPS has a two-stage hurdle for pressing 
charges. First, there is the legal test: there must be more 
than a 50% chance of securing a guilty verdict or guilty 
plea. This must be buttressed by the public interest test: 


a prosecution must be in the public interest on a point 
of law or policy, although this is not clearly defined. 

In numerous publications, the CPS and its director 
Ken McDonald have emphasised a commitment to 
prosecute ‘hate crime) which it defines subjectively. 
It has also embarked on a ‘Muslim strategy’ to 
reassure the Muslim community. Yet the CPS may 
not be universally perceived to be even-handed in 
its prosecution of hate crimes. There are a number of 
well-documented cases of attacks on white victims 
where the CPS has declined to take action. 

The local Leeds MP has called for a change of 
venue as the trial, which may be the first stage of a 
long drawn-out process, “could create tensions”. The 
verdict is obviously unpredictable. Indeed, one of the 
concerns is a fair trial. Liberty and other human rights 
groups rushed to the protection of the alleged 21/7 
terrorists with public letters to the Attorney-General, 
in the aftermath of tabloid reports. By contrast, there 
have been no attempts to 
restrain the comment on 
the alleged ‘racism’ of the 
defendants or the party they 
represent on many websites 
and in some papers (some 
of this comment may itself 
be actionable). 

In contrast to the 
original arrests, the pre-trial 
stage was barely reported in 
the press. There is likely to 
be a media blackout during 
a trial which may produce 
some surprises. Both sides may have been well-briefed 
by sympathisers from unusual sources. The trial cross- 
examination is likely to be memorable. That is why it 
is essential that this landmark trial receives the widest 
publicity on websites, as it is not likely to be reported 
in the law pages. 

Not everybody is pleased at the charges. Some 
Muslims, who are genuinely embarrassed that their 
community has produced killers and terrorists, must 
have qualms about the prosecution which may further 
publicise this. Some hard-Left groups are also very 
worried about the precedents being set. Behind the 
scenes, there are many second thoughts about the 
consequences of the trial, whatever the verdict. “Unite 
Against Fascism, a broad front launched to combat 
the BNP (but from which Searchlight has resigned, 
after accusing UAF of anti-Semitism) has rescheduled 
its national conference partly in order to avoid 
commenting before the trial begins. 

There are also anxieties that the trial may expose 
and deepen social tensions in the run-up to crucial 
elections. The divisions which open up from time to 
time in patriotic circles are also closing as members 
unite in supporting the defendants. The impartial and 
non-political CPS is empowered to halt expensive 
proceedings. It can, after the trial has begun, decide to 
drop the charges ‘in the light of the arguments heard so 
far’ or ‘if there is no realistic prospect of a conviction. 
An increasing number of thoughtful observers are of 
the opinion that it should. Q 
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Editor’s Note: Because 
of subjudice rules, only 
matters which are in the 
public domain can be 
referred to in this article 


2 November 2005: 


Hundreds of people 
protest outside Leeds 
Crown Court in support 
of Griffin and Collett 


‘Roger Jolly’ is the 
pen-name of a member 
of the Labour Party 
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Cameron’s Conservatives — modern Tories 


or just New, New Labour? 


Sam Swerling, a lifelong Conservative, says that the Conservative Party seems to be committing suicide 


“Does Cameron 
appreciate or have 
any cognisance 
of Britain as our 


ancestral homeland; 


of the great Tory 
philosophers, 
scholars or 
writers who have 
contributed so much 
to conservative 
thought down the 
years — of Burke, 
Disraeli, Joseph 
Chamberlain and 
TS Eliot?” 


David Cameron, 
describing the size of 
his liberal conscience 


Ithough David Cameron is entitled to a short 

breathing space to settle in as Conservative lead- 
er, early signs are far from propitious. In fact, they are 
decidedly unfavourable, viewed from the standpoint 
of the traditional Right. Everything about Cameron 
suggests that he is predisposed to political, economic 
and social liberalism, and is determined to move the 
party in that direction. 

I profoundly hope he fails. Compared with his 
leadership rivals - Clarke, Rifkind, Fox and Davis - I 
rate Cameron a clear fifth in ability and aptitude, but 
then we are living in times when image, perception 
and shallowness dominate over substance, knowledge 
and experience. Cameron's CV is desperately thin for 
a party political leader. Bag carrier to Norman Lamont 
when Britain was catapulted out of the Exchange Rate 
Mechanism in 1992, public relations boffin with Carl- 
ton Communications PLC for several years (in a quasi- 
political capacity) and author of the party’s election 
manifesto in May 2005, which was wholly devoid of 
seriously distinctive Tory substance, his record hardly 
represents the empirical test of achievement. 

Against these factors, Cameron's educational back- 
ground (Eton and Oxford) should stand in his favour, 
although he claims to be embarrassed by it. One does, 
however, wonder how much study Cameron has made 
of Tory antecedents. Does he appreciate or have any 
cognisance of Britain as our ancestral homeland; of 
the great Tory philosophers, scholars or writers who 
have contributed so much to conservative thought 
down the years - of Burke, Disraeli, Joseph Chamber- 
lain and T S Eliot; of conservatism in an age of social 
revolution; of the idea of a spontaneous order, or the 
myth of a ‘middle ground’? Cameron could usefully 
study the late Lord Coleraine’s (Richard Law, son of 
Andrew Bonar Law) 1970 volume, For Conservatives 
Only, of which (Lord) Robert Blake, esteemed Tory 
historian, wrote, “It is, I believe, 

a very shrewd assessment of 
what has gone wrong with 
the Conservative Party and 

a notable blow against guff, 
humbug, hypocrisy and 
double-talk”. What reso- 
nance these words have 
in the context of the 
Cameronian Con- 
servative Party of 

2006! 
I suspect 
the foregoing 
p favses! ets 


Cameron 

by, for he 

travels with 

the lightest 

intellectual baggage of any 
Conservative leader, whatever his 


scholastic achievements may have 
been. This may explain why he appears 
consciously to avoid detailed debate, 
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tending to rely on platitudes and generalism. There 
was no better illustration of this than during the recent 
fiasco of the EU budget debate, in which Blair agreed 
to sign up to the new £583bn EU budget for 2007- 
2013 without securing any commitment to slash large 
subsidies to French farmers and where, at the same 
time, Britain’s contribution to Brussels was raised from 
£3.5bn to nearly £6bn in order to accommodate the new 
members from eastern Europe. Cameron's response 
should have been immediate and uncompromising 
in its tone, but it was neither. It was left to William 
Hague as foreign affairs spokesman to make the first 
Tory utterance, which was fairly bland and certainly 
not condemnatory. Cameron himself put in an average 
performance in his PMQ responses in parliament, 
which reinforces one’s sense that he sees the EU as 
an issue to be avoided if at all possible. His approach 
is minimalist, as seen in his pledge to withdraw Tory 
MEPs from the European People’s Party, when what 
is needed a serious debate within all sections of the 
Conservative Party (those that still function, that is) 
of the merits of withdrawing altogether from the EU, 
given the obvious benefits of so doing. 

I had a useful insight into the shape of things to 
come when | attended the Tory hustings meeting for 
Davis and Cameron in London in late November. Less 
than halfway into the meeting, half the audience ap- 
peared to be nodding off. At least Davis offered a view 
on substantially cutting immigration levels, whereas 
Cameron had nothing to say about this - although 
more recently he has declared what a wonderful thing 
mass immigration has been for our country and there- 
fore implicitly how we should all be truly thankful for 
the colonisation of our country by foreigners. 

On Iraq, in response to a question on what essen- 
tial British national interest was at stake and how many 
more British soldiers are needlessly to be killed (present 
count, 98), Cameron boringly trotted out the tired old 
cliché of how we should stand by our American allies. 
Not for him any consideration of the possibility of non- 
intervention in the affairs of a sovereign, independent 
state, a wholly principled, and true Tory, position. 

Behind the Cameron project of “challenge and 
change’, on which he repeatedly pronounced with 
relish, lie some pretty unappealing figures, including 
the party chairman, the lugubrious Francis Maude, 
ex-party chairman Theresa May, who insulted every 
party worker at the annual conference in 2002 with 
her disgraceful comments about the Tories being “the 
nasty party’, the peripatetic propagandaist Nicholas 
Boles and millionairess businesswoman Margot James 
(see Editor’s Notes below). It is to such figures that 
Cameron will be looking constantly for approval. He 
has already pleased them hugely. In a speech in Leeds 
in mid-December, Cameron made this foreboding 
declaration: “I’m today appealing to every woman in 
Britain, and everyone from a black or minority ethnic 
background who shares my passion to change Britain 
for the better, who shares our values, sitting in the 
room, or watching at home, to stand for parliament in 
the Conservative cause’. 


Aspiring Tory parliamentary candidates of tra- 
ditionalist disposition should be under no illusions 
about the new Cameronian social order. The likes of 
Boles and James, and the clones of (Lord) John Taylor 
of Warwick (see Editor’s Notes below), will be well to 
the fore in the ‘priority list of 140 target seats which 
the Tories will need to win to secure a majority in the 
House of Commons, while more conventionally Con- 
servative candidates - eg, white, middle-class, mar- 
ried, churchgoing, rugby-playing investment bankers 
— will no longer be in favour. An exaggeration? Per- 
haps, but that is indubitably the way in which the party 
is moving. Apart from any moral considerations, such 
‘positive discrimination runs the risk of rebounding 
on the Tories, by lumbering the party with all kinds 
of hopeless candidates who will make asses of them- 
selves, just as ‘Blair’s Babes’ have done. 

If the Cameron project does succeed (which I 
doubt), it will be much more to do with economic 
downturn than ‘middle ground’ positioning. If such 
economic downturn fails to materialise, the party will 
be marooned in a mire of nothingness. 

In conclusion, I note that the Cameronians have 
further groundbreaking ideas. Oliver Letwin, the 
policy supremo, has pronounced the party to be in 
favour of the redistribution of wealth, a doctrine Mar- 
ixist in conception and further to the Left even than 
Old Labour countenanced when it introduced capital 
gains tax in 1965. At the same time, Bob Geldof has 
been appointed an adviser on global poverty to Iain 
Duncan-Smith’s Social Justice Commission, due to 
report in mid-2007. Geldof’s long-held views are that 
‘racism and a shortage of international aid are the 
Third World’s major deficiencies, whereas most of us, 


I would suspect, consider that lack of bilateral trade 
agreements and bad governance are the main causes 
of the problem. 

All this, and much more, leads me to believe that 
the Conservative Party has decided effectively to abol- 
ish itself. Q 


Editor’s Notes: 


Nicholas Boles is a former Westminster Conservative 
councillor, and a prominent member of the so-called 
“Notting Hill Tories”. He was a co-editor (with Michael 
Gove and Ed Vaizey) of the 2001 work, A Blue Tomor- 
row — New Visions for Modern Conservatives. He came 
to public prominence during the general election of 
May 2005 by being an openly homosexual Conserva- 
tive candidate for what had been thought a winnable 
seat (Hove; he lost by a narrow margin). He is now the 
Director of the think-tank Policy Exchange. 


Margot James co-founded The Shire Health Group 
in 1986, a public relations company in the healthcare 
sector now owned by Ogilvy & Mather (by whom she 
is now employed). She stood as the Conservative can- 
didate in Holborn & St Pancras in the 2005 General 
Election - the party’s first openly lesbian candidate - 
and has recently been appointed a Conservative Party 
Vice Chairman, with responsibility for women. 


John Taylor, a black barrister who unsuccessfully stood 
for the Conservatives in Cheltenham in the general 
election of 1992, was subsequently ennobled by John 
Major, a move widely (if privately) regarded at the time 
as tokenism. Much of Lord Taylor's energy since enno- 
blement has been consumed in criticising Tory ‘racism, 
real or imagined - an activity which inevitably attracts 
accusations of ingratitude from some Tories. 


Sam Swerling is a former 
Conservative councillor 
and parliamentary 
candidate, and was also 
Chairman of the 
Monday Club 


Or 9th December 2005, Friends and patrons of Right Now! plus their guests, attended the now-traditional Christmas 
reception in London. As always, this was a highly enjoyable event which brought together lots of disparate and 
interesting people. This year’s speaker was Steve Moxon, who hit the headlines last year after exposing 

massive abuses in the Managed Migration section of the Home Office — the fascinating full 
story of which was outlined in his excellent book, The Great Immigration Scandal (available 
from Imprint Academic, PO Box 200, Exeter, Devon, EX5 5YX, at a cost of £9.95 for RN read- 
ers). His topic this year, however, was his forthcoming book, The Woman Racket (due to be 
published in January 2007). This book will examine the vexed relations between men and 
women, drawing on the latest findings from evolutionary psychology to show just how dif- 
ferent men and women really are, and why so much modern dogma is not only plain wrong, 
but highly damaging. Those who attended the reception were the first audience he has ad- 


dressed on this topic, and were privileged to hear a highly original and lively speech, which 
got everyone talking. All agreed the evening was a great success. 

If you would like to attend next year’s Friends of RN meeting, to hear speakers like Steve 
Moxon, Andrew Roberts, Christopher Gill and Sir Richard Body, and meet congenial people in 
a convivial environment, then why not consider becoming a Friend of Right Now? Friends of 
RN donate £100 or more to the magazine each year. As such, they play a central role in ensuring 
the viability of the magazine. In return, they get a free invitation to the annual reception, free 


copies of all Right Now Press booklets, five copies of each issue of the magazine, discounted 
admission to Right Now! conferences, plus occasional newsletters. 


If you would like to become a Friend, please contact us at: Box 361, 78 Marylebone High Street, 
London W1U 5AP, tel/fax: 0845 601 3243, or e-mail: info@:right-now.org . 
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Peter Pan, Sean Penn and 
the new Con ‘men’ 


Jason Robertson comments on David Cameron's party games 


fie it may seem premature to predict, just as 
one day it may prove too late to regret, any direct 
impact of ‘Dave’ Cameron upon what remains of our 
nation, but his rapid rise from Carlton Television ‘zero’ 
to Conservative association ‘hero’ at 
least tells us something about the con- 
dition of a once-great party, with some 
of whose remnants he has to form a 
potential government. 

Despite previously admitting his 
unsuitability for that role, this new- 
comer after a single rehearsed ‘oration’ 
without notes (or policies) had them 
swooning with as much delight, if 
not discernment, as a studio audience 
for The X Factor. His feline fluency 
injected an elixir into the fading faith- 
ful. Normally august pundits, such as 
Bruce Anderson, drooled or drivelled. 
The Daily Mail saw “stardust”. One 
blue-rinsed matron thought he resem- 
bled the actor Sean Penn and would at 
last do something for women — toy- 
boy as well as wonder-boy! 

Is Dave just another confection, 
created by tabloid obsession with 


We will know that the new Tory leader has comparatively young looks rather 
really ‘arrived’ when Sean Penn’s fans start than mature experience and by seri- 


comparing him to David Cameron... 


ous media determination to push a 
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‘liberal’ agenda? Obviously his youth 
lacks the disadvantages of William Hague, caricatured 
as a cross between northern comedian Jimmy Clit- 
hero and Prince Harry careering helter-skelter under 
a baseball cap. Is he a political Peter Pan, doomed to 
lead the Lost Children of ‘conservatism’ into a Never- 
Never Land, however much stardust is sprinkled by an 
entire faerie of Tinker Bell advisers, from the likes of 
Nick Boles and Alan Duncan, Theresa May and Oliver 
Letwin to the Portillista plotters and potheads of yes- 
teryear? And should we expect parliamentarians not 
only to kiss babies but ultimately recommend them for 
high office? Could Boy David be the real thing after 
all, or was that just Coke? Both critics and sympathis- 
ers who justifiably regard him as ‘another Blair’ focus 
on his ‘presentation skills. Glib patter about progress, 
moderation and compassion is there, but what about 
substantial ideas? If Cuddly Cameron specifies any big 
theme at all, it is to “change the face of the party, with 
more women and more representatives from black and 
ethnic minority communities”. 

Three generations ago, it was considered modern 
in some quarters for government to represent occupa- 
tions rather than geographical constituencies, while 
nowadays fashion expects Westminster to appear 
‘more representative’ of certain physically identi- 
fied categories — the ‘disabled, LGBTs, BMEs and, of 
course, ‘women. Such notions from 1960s Leftism also 
reflect the transmogrification of a great power that 
expected masculine and even martial leadership into 
an entertainment-bemused welfare-state, which gives 
priority to ‘female concerns about appearance, feel- 
ings and therapies. 


Caring Cameron believes immigration is “very 
good”, and refugees should be warmly welcomed 
with clothes and schools. This may sound kind and 
even sensible, and is more than medium-term mood 
music to pacify hostile commentators, for his shadow 
immigration minister expects it to takes “years” (!) to 
develop relevant policies”. Whereas the Good Samar- 
itan rescued at personal expense just one indigenous 
victim of muggers, the Soft Etonian faces millions who 
might like moving here from places with less perfect 
rights and comforts. He wants Britain to be more 
“open” to Asia and the rest of the non-European world. 
Does not this mean increasing importation of goods 
and people from low-wage areas? 

This will not worry the jet-setting fraternity of 
investment bankers, hedge-fund managers and private 
equity directors, but presents problems for ordinary 
tax-paying workers. Although this stockbroker’s son 
did not enter politics as a mouthpiece for big business, 
one tycoon has offered to raise huge donations from 
“Labour-supporting millionaires’ fed up with the 
present premier”). All three major parties equally up- 
hold the ‘global economy and its financial operations, 
including ‘competitive labour costs and mobility. 

Dave would surely inherit the mantle of Tony 
Blair, whose 500,000 immigrants a year policy has so 
undermined cultural cohesion that “Britishness has 
almost become meaningless” in large urban areas. “No 
other advanced country has ever seen its demography 
so dramatically transformed” with our rulers using the 
“dogma of diversity” deliberately “as a battering ram” 
against the walls of nationhood”. 

When Chairman Maude, now in the ‘Denastifica- 
tion’ driving seat, suggested to the Tory conference 
that the party was the “natural home” for millions of 
immigrants, maybe he envisaged an endless incoming 
stream of grateful supporters, but that stage may prove 
hard to reach. Our ageing electorate hardly shares 
Dave's complacent contentment with contemporary 
society; and, despite pervasive multiracialism, young 
voters oppose unlimited mass immigration. Other 
professed positions on security and environment are 
likewise incompatible with ‘migration liberalism. 

Emerging evidence reveals a plan to consolidate a 
cosy consensus. The vaunted end to Punch-and-Judy 
yah-boo entails support for Blair’s “good policies” and 
cautious coalition with Lib-Dems inside one “big Mar- 
quee”™®), Instead of the old liberal aim of retrenchment 
through peace and reform, we have ‘refreshment’ 
- through PC and PR. However, the so-called ‘middle’ 
ground is smaller than that “vacated on the respect- 
able middle- and working-class Right”. 

Cameron’s Conservatives will try to carry on 
combining ‘social’ liberalism with minority ‘rights’ 
at home, plus a ‘neo-con desire® to spread similar 
mixtures abroad. The Achilles heel is explosive Asian 
industrial competition, alongside the drift of its human 
casualties towards our own homeland which abjectly 
depends on imported supplies. Whole factories and 
even whole industries may be allowed to go under in 
the West, but not whole nations, not even a nation liv- 
ing on borrowed money and therefore borrowed time. 
Faced with a real crisis, the Cameronian jeunesse dorée 
will resemble Shirley Temple waking up one morning 
to discover that the Good Ship Lollipop is actually the 
Titanic. 

Darling Dave is out of the nursery but not out of 
the wood, and his “stardust” my yet grind into sawdust. 
In the end, “Events, dear boy, events’. QO 
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lose to Tony Blair’s constituency in Durham is 

the town of Shildon. The place effectively died 
in 1984 when its long history of involvement in the 
railway industry came to an end, after the local wagon 
works was closed. The plant was the town. Shildon’s 
Works was operated by British Rail Engineering 
Limited, which adopted the same attitude as its parent 
company; namely the best way to run a railway is to 
shut down as much of it as you can. 

Shildon was the birthplace of the railways, where 
the world’s first passenger train departed on the 
Stockton to Darlington line. Back then the man of the 
moment was Timothy Hackworth, friend and rival of 
the better known George Stephenson. 

Hackworth built his works in Shildon at the dawn of 
the railway age. Unfortunately he was more innovator 
than businessman and as a result his company failed 
to flourish, ending up as an outpost of Stephenson's 
empire. The effect though was to preserve something 
of the early pioneering days of the railway industry 
in the northeast. Nothing in Shildon was built on the 
grand self confident scale of the later Victorian era and 
remarkably much of it survived intact, at least until 
the heritage industry moved in. 

Hackworth was no baron of industry. He lived 
modestly in a home only yards away from his works, 
a place which had been preserved and run as the 
Timothy Hackworth Museum, voted in 1999 as the 
Visitor Attraction of the Year by the Northumbrian 
Tourist Board. It wasn't hard to see why. Hackworth’s 
home combined museum with private residence, 
showing how the great inventor lived and worked. 

Admittedly the nearby sheds containing 
locomotives and other exhibits were very much 
in need of funds. The buildings were badly lit and 
congested and it was unlikely that a few volunteers 
were ever going to change matters. 

The Shildon site was taken over and opened in 
September 2004 as the home of the National Railway 
Museums ‘reserve’ collection. Who better to manage 
the site than the people responsible for preserving 
Britain's railway heritage? Sadly, the effect of this 
takeover has been to erase or at best ignore what 
made Shildon important. After leaving the car park, 
the visitor is required to walk down a long path which 
cuts through what was once the works, arriving at an 
example of big shed museum architecture. Scarcely 
any attempt is made to assist in interpreting the site 
apart from occasional signboards which ask the visitor 
to ‘imagine’ what Shildon must once have looked like. 

Perhaps this wouldn't matter so much if what lay 
within the exhibition hall had anything much to do 
with Shildon. Instead the contents appear to be the 
equivalent of the National Railway Museums basement. 
The exhibits are a jumble of railway artefacts that do little 
to illustrate the fact that the north east was the cradle of 
the railway industry. Only the most dedicated railway 
buff would find rolling stock of interest and yet this 
dominates the exhibits. The few locomotives on display 
are an eclectic collection, probably relegated to reserve 
status by the NRM because they mostly lack interest. 
The most obvious thing to do, tell the story of railways 
in the northeast via the locomotives built there, has been 
largely overlooked. One has recently arrived from the 
Severn Valley Railway, another bears the initials of the 
London Brighton and South Coast Railway and there 
are a couple of boring electric engines which spent their 
working lives in London. The impression is that Shildon 
serves the purpose of keeping these exhibits out of the 
rain. The visitors dutifully wander the aisles and appear 


Shildon’s heritage 


William Hartley visits a misconceived monument to Britain’s 
engineering past 


to take in nothing, which is hardly surprising since there 
is little to direct them through the jumble. Even the 
souvenir stall fails to detain for very long, since its stock 
consists mostly of a few tacky and over-priced pieces of 
china. The visitor wanders back towards the car park, 
passing the feeble ‘interpretive’ stopping points, bearing 
the inevitable logos of the Heritage Lottery Fund and 
those wonderful benefactors at the European Regional 
Fund. 

From the exterior, Hackworth’s old home appears 
unchanged but anyone remembering the house as 
it was is in for a big disappointment. The place that 
impressed the Northumbrian Tourist Board has been 
altered out of all recognition. Hackworth’s home as a 
domestic experience from the early 19th Century has 
been entirely eliminated. Out has gone the furniture and 
artefacts to be replaced by a propaganda display about 
the demise of Shildon - a party political experience 
which includes a quote by Neil Kinnock, of all people. 
Admittedly there must have been tremendous local 
resentment about the way British Rail Engineering 
closed the plant but the old Hackworth museum 
managed to reflect this simply and rather poignantly. 
What possessed the new management to believe that 
visitors would wish to pause and view a videotaped 
speech by Derek Foster, MP? Fair enough if this was 
a museum funded by the local authority. Presumably 
they could feel free to pontificate about Margaret 
Thatcher's alleged impact on the town, fully supported 
by council tax payers. However this is meant to be an 
outpost of the National Railway Museum and ought 
therefore be above politics. 

There is one final exhibit worthy of attention. 
Hackworth built alocomotive to challenge Stephenson's 
Rocket at the famous Rainhill trials, run to decide who 
was to provide engines for the Liverpool to Manchester 
Railway. Hackworth’s unsuccessful entrant, Sans Pareil, 
stands alone in its own shed isolated from the other 
exhibits. This remarkable machine should have been 
the centrepiece to tell the story of what Shildon was 
about. Instead it is relegated to a place where it can 
easily be overlooked. The National Railway Museum 
at Shildon is an example of what happens when public 
money is thoughtlessly thrown into a heritage project. 
The history that caused the museum to be sited here has 
been largely ignored and the result is little more than 
expensive parking lot for some railway ephemera. O 
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The pioneering 

Sans Pareil (above) or 
nonentity Labour MP 
Derek Foster (below): 
which would you 
rather see? 


William Hartley 
is a freelance writer 
living in Yorkshire 
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The French Dis-connection 


Peter Glover wonders what is really going on across France 


Hot metal: torching 
French peoples’ cars 
become the rioters’ 
favorite sport 


Peter C Glover is the 
author of The Politics of 
Faith (2004) and a widely 
published freelance 
writer, with a highly- 
regarded weblog at: 
www. 
wiresfromthebunker.com 
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he French riots plainly reflect more than an ad hoc 

explosion of simmering hatred, as well as sending 
a shot across the socio-cultural bows of every Western 
nation — that is, every nation with sails set before the 
same secular, post Judeo-Christian, prevailing winds 
currently dashing French hopes of domestic peace onto 
the rocks of multicultural disharmony. Why so? Well 
it depends on whether we, in contrast to the present 
mainstream media coverage, are prepared to face the 
truth of the matter: that the French riots have exposed 
the vulnerable soft underbelly of any society faced 
with a aggressive worldview which acknowledges no 
secular separation of religion, society and culture. 

In the UK media I have yet to read a definitive 
assessment of the French riots that has been brave 
enough to countenance the religious heart of the 
matter. Internationally acclaimed columnist Mark 
Steyn has come closest, with his prescient “Early 
skirmish in the Eurabian civil war’ article (Daily 
Telegraph, 8 November 2005). In it, Steyn articulates 
the unpopular claim that multiculturalism, far from 
becoming a social blend of the best of all cultures, 
is actually a recipe for a “worst of all worlds” social 
soup. He also points out, as I have indicated here, that 
the mainstream media's contribution has been to fail 
abjectly in identifying religion, and specifically Islam, 
as the key ongoing protagonist. Indeed, the media 
has undoubtedly gone out of its way to play down the 
central role played by belief systems (including secular 
belief) in French society. Yet, as Steyn also points out, 
Islam has today become the rallying point or “ideology 
of choice for the world’s disaffected”. Whether, as some 
have claimed, the French riots are part of a strategic 
‘Ramadan Offensive’ (the riots began in Ramadan), 
widespread reports of shouts of Allahu Akhbar! and 
Jihad! have been real enough. 

The problem, whether Western liberals like it or not, 
is that Islam is, and always has been, a politico-religion 
of the sword or, rather more precisely, of the scimitar. 
Neither is it a chief symbol of Islam by accident, as 
history reveals. Very few nations became Islamicized 
via a process of evangelization. And in countries 
where Islam and other religions and cultures co-exist, 
they always do so uneasily. What many are less aware 
of, however, is that this is rather a direct consequence 
of core Islamic teachings, not inter-racial tension. The 
Koran actually precludes the whole notion of social 
integration by specifically denying Muslims the ability 
to build friendships (though many Muslims choose to 
ignore it) with non-Muslims, except to further Islam. 

Thus the prospect of burgeoning Muslim popula- 
tions, with its aggressively dissident core set on pursu- 
ing ‘pure’ (Koranic) Islam, has long offered the spectre 
of intra-national struggles for religious and cultural su- 
premacy, or, put another way, inequality. France's watch- 
words may well be Liberté, Egalité and Fraternité, but the 
égalité has never played big to Muslim audiences. Islam 
is a movement geared to dictate, not equate. And where 
Islam has gained sufficient strength to impose inequal- 
ity on a nation or peoples — what it calls dhimmitude — it 
will strive to do so. Indeed, as Middle East expert Daniel 
Pipes points out, the very word ‘Islam’ does not mean 
‘peace’ as is often believed, but ‘submission’ (see. www. 
danielpipes.org , 9 October 2005). 


What we have been privy to in France is perhaps, as 


‘Steyn suggests, the “opening shots in the forthcoming 


war of Eurabia. As Islam flexes its increasingly 
significant ‘minority’ status muscle, social intifada 
provides a massively influential vehicle to help it 
achieve its core goals. And the intellectually and 
morally bereft ‘religiom - as much a belief system as 
any religious system — of secular humanism is simply 
no match for it. 

But why secular France? Isn't France already the 
most Islam-friendly country in Europe? Pipes’ prophetic 
words of 2003 provide a highly credible explanation: 

“Death to France? Death to Chirac the Zionist?” 
When thousands of Muslim worshippers gathered for 
the Friday communal prayers in Tehran on Jan. 2, they 
heard a stem-winder of a sermon by Ayatollah Ahmad 
Janati. In the course of it, Janati denounced France's 
President Jacques Chirac for his endorsement on Dec. 
17 of a ban against ‘conspicuous’ religious symbols 
in state schools, including the hijab, large crucifixes, 
and skullcaps. Janati called on Muslim countries to 
“threaten France with cancelling contracts and to 
reconsider their relations with France’, promising 
them that Muslims need only roar, “and the French 
would back off”. 

“Death to France!” came the response. This follows 
an incident on Dec. 29 when protestors at the French 
Embassy in Tehran shouted not just “Death to France!” 
but also “Death to Chirac the Zionist!” 

These imprecations prompt many thoughts, 
but one will suffice: given the French government's 
friendliness to Tehran and its hostility to Israel, this 
hostile reaction points to the possibility that the 
condition of Muslims living in Western states might 
in the future define Muslim attitudes more than that 
state’s foreign policy.” 

So now we know. Appeasement - the path followed 
by French society with militant Islam - doesn’t work. 
Indeed, appeasement has a persistent track record of 
failure throughout history. It would be ironic indeed 
if Islamists have identified France as the society in 
which to open an ideological civil war on European 
soil — doubly ironic when one appreciates the history 
of Europe and Islam's desire to possess it. 

It was Charles Martel and his gallant army of 
Frankish nobles that finally ended ‘crusading’ Islam's 
pretensions for Europe way back in 732AD on the 
battlefield at Tours. Without the military strength 
to raise the scimitar to pursue the goal of an Islam- 
dominated Eurabia, it has, for 1,200 years, been forced 
to shelve its geo-political ambitions there. Until now, 
that is. Today, even pro-Islamic historians like Bernard 
Lewis are well able to apprehend re-awakened Islamic 
ambitions, reading the signs of the times and predicting 
“Europe will be Islamic by the end of the century.” 

If we are to learn anything from the mistakes 
of France, it is that cultural, national and, above all, 
religious identity will all matter in any coming clash of 
civilizations. If we really think, as Western elites would 
have us believe, that capitulating to aggressive demands 
to remove Judeo-Christian symbols from public 
buildings and society, in an effort to be ‘secular’ and 
‘neutral; will be sufficient to placate Muslim sensibilities 
then we need to think again. Just ask the French. 

Far from being an obstacle to national and. 
social stability, as the French experience reveals, in 
re-discovering the critical value of Europe's Judeo- 
Christian heritage and moral worldview, Western 
nations may yet find the salvation they, like France, are 
increasingly going to need. Q) 


Thad 
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Fennerfest — making Slough unhappy 


John Lane is irritated by political bias in a local parish church 


n the People’s Multicultural Republic of Slough, 

we have recently endured ‘Fennerfest, an enforced 
celebration of the life of Fenner Brockway, Labour 
MP for Slough & Eton 1950-64. He was imprisoned 
as a conscientious objector in WWII, co-founded the 
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament and the Move- 
ment for Colonial Freedom — oh, and was a “tireless 
worker to improve the lives of ordinary people”. 

Last November, by way of contrast we gave thanks 
in our churches and at our memorials across this land 
for the bravery of those who fought and died in de- 
fence of our freedom. Compared with that, a spell in 
prison was a very soft option indeed: free board and 
lodging, and no risk of death. Subsequently to found 
a movement aimed at denying us a powerful means of 
national defence was an abuse of that freedom so dear- 
ly bought, a betrayal of those who died, and the act ofa 
traitor. If Fenner Brockway were to be remembered at 
all, it should be with condemnation and disgust. 

In a borough where some essential services are 
scandalously under-funded, the Slough ratepayer has 
unknowingly contributed to the cost of this spurious 
event and, through the Arts Council, has every British 
taxpayer. 

As a beacon of this celebration, the parish church 
has been lit up in glorious and expensive technicolor 
like a giant juke box. The network of cables feeding 


slamic 


this vulgar monstrosity certainly breached Health & sti Oecat, FOC ene 
Safety legislation, but in Slough the law is differentially Chinese Ceenning light pata RO celebrate the weal 
applied when it serves a politically-correct purpose. ies rights, gel ae e’s something for — 
As a churchgoer — but only once to this church — I am film, kes up Slough ~ 

that ma 


st.co.uk 


appalled that it should serve as the icon of this blas- 
phemy. 

It also served as the venue for some of the Fen- 
nerfest events: 


Debate: “Another Way’, led by Green activist 


and author Derek Wall on the future for green 
politics/socialism. 


“Spoken word Night”: poet Niall O'Sullivan 
leading an evening with a cornucopia of poets 
— open mike spot included. 


Fenner Brockway Memorial Lecture: “The 
Terror of a Changing world — how should the 
UK government respond?”, given by leading 
Human Rights lawyer Louise Christian. 


Lecture: “Boot Racism out of sport’, given by 
leading sports journalist Gabriele Marcotti 
plus other speakers — causes of racism, its con- 
sequences, and what do we do about it? 


Multi-Faith Peace Service: (evening of Armi- 
stice Sunday) — ‘an opportunity to celebrate all 
that unites us, and to reflect on peace’ 


During this period of Fennerfest, the church was 
decorated with paintings depicting different religious 
faiths, produced by Fennerfest workshops in local 
schools, some Islamic graffiti art was produced by the 
children in one school “in conjunction with leading 
artist Aerosol Ali, and also work inspired by conflict 
resolution workshops led by local charity Aik Saath” 
Surely this is the strongest argument against education 


being subject to the political diktat of local authori- 
ties. 

Did Fenner Brockway ever set foot in this, or any 
other, church? One could also ask whether the multi- 
culturalism celebrated in his name was in fact one of 
his priorities; perhaps his name was merely ‘pinned on’ 
to the present obsession of the borough council, and of 
the national government which it serves. 

The newly-formed ‘Aspire’ organisation in the 
church claims to be “delivering our vision for St. Mary’s 
church as a resource serving the whole community of 
Slough, all day, every day — not just for worship and 
not just for Christians.” (my emphasis). 

This surely is a betrayal of those who gave of their 
substance to build it for the purpose of Christian wor- 
ship, and of the generations who have have worshipped 
there for nearly a century. 

If ‘Aspire’ has the blessing of the Bishop of Oxford, 
it would suggest that the established Christian church 
of this realm has transmuted into a political move- 
ment, serving the nation-destroying purpose of inter- 
national atheistic socialism. 

“Come friendly bombs, and fall on Slough.” John 
Betjeman may have been prejudiced when he wrote 
that — or perhaps frighteningly prescient. Q 


There is ‘something 
for everyone’ in 
Slough — as long as 


you are not English 


John W Lane isa 

retired technical author 
and a former UKIP 
parliamentary candidate 
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Late modernity’s assault on history 


Mark Wegierski says that too many modern historians have a Left-liberal agenda 


Walter Duranty: star 
reporter for the liberal 
New York Times - and 
apologist for Stalin’s 
genocidal regime. 


enry Ford’s statement that “history is bunk” is 

deployed in a highly negative sense in Huxley’s 
Brave New World. There it simply means that persons 
should reject all history, and not define themselves in 
historical or traditional ways. Yet Henry Ford himself 
may have meant something like: “the ‘authorized, ‘re- 
ceived’ version of history — as promulgated by ‘pro- 
gressive-minded, ‘liberal’ ‘intel- 
lectuals — is bunk”. 

It has been argued by many 
conservative thinkers that what 
is considered history today is a 
‘continuously-flowing narrative’ 
which is continually reshaped 
to serve whatever managerial- 
therapeutic agendas are current- 
ly uppermost. At some abstract 
level, this may be a response to 
the perception that traditional 
history teaching served to per- 
petuate ‘the ruling class’ and 
various forms of social inequity, 
real or imagined. 

There was a line in an episode 
of The X-Files where the Ameri- 
can Indians said, “We learned to 
trust memory — not history”. Many persons of east- 
and central-European descent may have learned more 
about the objective reality of World War II (such as the 
vast extent of Nazi Germany’s evil against Slavic coun- 
tries and peoples) and of Soviet communism (such 
as the terror-famine in Ukraine, the Katyn massacre, 
and the genocidal mass-deportations to Siberia), from 
their families’ descriptions of it, rather than from most 
commonly available English-language textbooks. It 
is hard to escape the conclusion, that, to paraphrase 
George Orwell, ‘power is truth. Even now, Walter 
Duranty’s Pulitzer Prize of 1933, which he received 
for his reporting from the Soviet Union (and which 
painted the regime in a highly favourable light at a time 
when it was murdering millions of people) has not been 
revoked. 


Views of the Soviet Union 
Among the most salient examples of these kinds of 
distortions is the attitude to the Soviet Union which 
was prevalent in American liberal circles, especially in 
the aftermath of World War II. As part of the anti-fas- 
cist propaganda effort during World War II, not only 
was one supposed to say that an alliance with Stalin 
was ‘a necessary evil’ — which is certainly a defensi- 
ble position — but rather one had to continually praise 
it as a positive good. For merely pointing out Stalin's 
crimes, one could be charged with slandering an ally 
and undermining the war-effort. American liberals 
thus could not believe what to them seemed the mali- 
cious accusations of Poles and other eastern Europe- 
ans against “Uncle Joe. The period immediately after 
1945 was thus permeated, for many Americans, by 
very rosy and sympathetic portrayals of Stalin and the 
Soviet Union. 

The self-image of the America of the 1950s during 
the 1950s was mostly highly positive. America had just 
won the war to keep the world safe for democracy, and 


History has not recorded in what sense 
Henry Ford meant the words ‘History is 
bunk’ - which possibly proves him right. 


American society was seen as a paradise of freedom, 
progress, economic dynamism, etc, which would in 
very short order solve whatever pockets of social prob- 
lems remained. The 1950s, although socially conserva- 
tive, had comparatively little intellectual conservatism. 
Very few conservatives dared to question the ascend- 
ancy of liberalism within ‘liberal democracy’; it was a 
period of positivist, materialist 
consensus in the academy, and 
belief in ‘social science: 

From the 1960s onward, 
this period was reinterpreted by 
liberalism as a decade of hard, 
grinding conservatism, and of 
never-ending ‘McCarthyism: I 
noticed this passage under the 
‘Paranoia entry in the Clute/ 
Nicholls Encyclopedia of Science 
Fiction: “This was the period of 
the Cold War, when almost daily 
propaganda encouraged US 
citizens to believe that a secret 
conspiracy of communists and 
homosexuals was preparing to 
subvert the American way of life; 
it was the time of the McCarthy 
hearings, and of the evangelical religious revival led by 
Billy Graham; paranoia was in the air” (p 910). The So- 
viets had Stalinism, America had McCarthyism. This, 
of course, feeds into the now probably prevalent vision 
of a repressive Fifties ‘Amerika, during which ethnic 
and sexual minorities were purportedly ‘oppressed’ by 
mainstream society. 

From the 1960s, and with increasing fervour since, 
the 1950s have been increasingly demonized. It might 
be noticed that there are very few current movies that 
portray the past as in any way positive, and when there 
is such a movie, a big fuss is made over it (as in the 
cases of Pride and Prejudice and Sense and Sensibility). 
As Orwell understood, the past had to be presented as 
an absolutely grinding nightmare in order to make the 
denizens of Airstrip One grateful for whatever miser- 
able lives they were leading. 

Today’s society, however, is in some ways more like 
Huxley’s material ‘utopia — and is based on the pre- 
tence that primary human needs are grossly physical. 
The Left-liberal response to manifestly rising crime- 
rates and social disorder is simply that all these phe- 
nomena existed in earlier societies, but were hypocrit- 
ically covered up. Left-liberals stereotypically believe, 
for example, that a white man could kill a black (or 
rape any number of women) right in the street, with- 
out incurring any kind of penalty. 


Enormous distortions 

Even the Reagan 1980s (so near to our own time) have 
been reconceived as the iniquitous ‘decade of greed’ 
The fall of the Soviet Union is said to have been inevi- 
table, and all good liberals were supposedly against it 
throughout its entire history. Both of these statements, 
especially the latter, are enormous distortions. The fact 
is that those who were conventionally designated as 
‘liberals’ — and those to their Left — had, in all but a few 
cases, been in love with the Soviet Union at virtually 
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every phase of its history — regardless of how many 
millions of people it was killing at the time. In fact, 
the less totalitarian the Soviet Union became, the more 
likely it was to be criticized by Left-liberals. Similarly, 
those who raged about 15 years ago against the (au- 
thoritarian) ‘butchers of Beijing, were (in many cases) 
wearing Mao caps in the 1960s, and thinking that the 
Cultural Revolution was cool. 

Many Left-liberals love virtually any form of totali- 
tarianism, but absolutely despise any kind of ‘authori- 
tarianism. This is because the goals of the totalitarian- 
isms of the Left have been so ‘high-minded’ whereas 
‘authoritarianism is ‘pedestriam and ‘philistine. It may 
be noted that the illiberal regimes of the Right have 
produced only one real totalitarianism, ie Nazism, 
whereas virtually every regime of the Communist Left 
has been totalitarian. It may also be remembered that 
in the 1930s Nazism was often seen as progressive, eg 
by much of the British Labour Party, and that former 
British Prime Minister Lloyd George, for example, 
far preferred both Nazism and Stalin to what he con- 
sidered to be the clerical, priest-ridden, reactionary 
Polish regime. 

The rise, near-triumph, and eventual complete de- 
feat of Hitler gave Left-liberals the suitably repulsive 
new Satan, the Goldstein (cf Nineteen Eighty-Four), 
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the ultimate reviler and corruptor that they sought. 
Today, Hitler is deployed as Left-liberalism’s ultimate 
argument — the so-called ‘reductio ad Hitlerum’ - 
whenever Leftists are challenged by moderate and au- 
thentic conservatism, traditionalism, or nationalism. 
If the choice today, in many people's minds, is always 
made to appear to be between ‘the Right’ (which is at 
some primal level interpreted to mean ‘Auschwitz’, 
and ‘liberalism, then no matter how awful the mana- 
gerial-therapeutic regime becomes, no one — except 
a manifest criminal or psychopath — will knowingly 
choose ‘Auschwitz’ In the minds of many Left-liberals, 
a common murderer can often be considered as sim- 
ply a victim of society, deserving of our sympathy and 
concern, whereas a fascist ‘thought criminal’ is simply 
beyond redemption. 

We are living in a world where officially-sanctioned 
‘history’ is entirely fluid, plastic and continually shift- 
ing. There seems to be little one can do in the face of 
these constant reconstructions, except to cling to one’s 
personal and familial memories, to treasure those rec- 
ondite books and articles which provide counter-in- 
tuitive points of view and - for some of us - to make 
our own literary and historical contributions to a true 


understanding of our complex times. Q 
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“We are living 

in a world where 
officially-sanctioned 
‘history’ is entirely 
fluid, plastic and 
continually shifting” 


Mark Wegierski is a 
Canadian writer and 
researcher 


Compton Verney in Warwickshire is a Palladian country house designed reputedly by John Vanbrugh in 1714, and par- 
tially remodelled by Robert Adam in 1780, who also designed a bridge (in the foreground of the picture) for Capability 
Brown’s landscaped grounds. The house, which lies off the old Fosse Way, was the home of the Verney family (the Lords 
Willoughby de Broke) from 1440 until 1921. The previous owner of the estate was Alice Perrers, mistress to Edward Ill. 
Today, the house is a museum and gallery, with a unique collection of British folk art —- whirligigs, weathervanes, pub 
and shop signs, paintings, toys and tools. There are also collections of medieval German altarpieces and paintings 
(including Lot and His Daughters by Lucas Cranach) and Neapolitan paintings from between 1600 and 1800 (which 
includes The Birth of the Virgin Mary and The Holy Family with the Infant Saint John the Baptist by Luca Giordano). 
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Rummaging through history - an empire strikes back! 


Edward Spalton says that European politics never really change 


‘Invasions, rebellions, 
spies, dungeons, 
manacles’ — that’s the 
way to do it! 


Edward Spalton is a 
veteran anti-EU 
campaigner and was 

a Veritas candidate at the 
last general election 
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| bpeaeiee 4 tidied out the loft. Among the ancient 
tennis rackets, wicker picnic baskets and crumbling 
cardboard boxes, mostly full of other cardboard boxes, 
were some old issues of Punch. 

Issue No 503 of 1 March 1851 contained the 
following article. At the time of writing, ‘Austria 
included great swathes of central and eastern Europe 
as well as parts of Italy. It was also the leading power 
of the German Confederation, but beginning to feel the 


pressure of upstart Prussia. After the revolutions of 1848, 
Lord Palmerston had followed a policy of encouraging 
constitutional reform in Europe, provoking Metternich, 
the Imperial Chancellor to coin the doggerel - 

Hat der Teufel einen Sohn, 

So ist er sicher Palmerston 
(“If the Devil has a son, It surely must be Palmerston’). 
Punch was quite a radical rag at the time. Satire was not 
invented in the 1960s. 


HURRAH FOR AUSTRIA! 


CCNow that the Sclavonian and Italian provinces 
of Austria have joined the German Confederation, 
sauerkraut may be said to have taken root over the 
greater portion of Europe: and the friends of the cause 
of order in this country may have reason to rejoice in 
their assault on LORD PALMERSTON last year. After 
all, what is there so wholesome, so much needed for 
Europe now, as quiet? And is not this the best way of 
securing it? 

For instance, suppose it is found necessary to flog 
some refractory MADAME DE MADERSBACH on 
the Danube, a regiment from Coburg may be sent to do 
the business, and the Austrians be employed elsewhere. 
Suppose the Emperor (God save him!) wants to shut up 
a newspaper office in Vienna, he may march a Milanese 
detachment into the city, who will perform the job. 
Suppose the Holy Father is uneasy, and in fear of his own 
subjects, a Lutheran garrison from Berlin may maintain 
order in his capital and a High Dutch-aesthetic-mystific- 
Prussian force accompany the religious processions, 
and keep guard in Saint Peter's. 

Suppose - for such things are possible still - suppose, 
in spite of the paternal government of the KING OF 
NAPLES (Heaven bless His Majesty and reward him!) 
- another rebellion were to break out in his country 
- like that, shall we say, in Hesse the other day? The 
tranquillity of Naples is necessary for the tranquillity 
of the Roman states and of the Austrian possessions 


There is much in this article - the argument of 
‘order’ versus ‘democracy, with Palmerston in the 
role of a European George Bush junior. There is the 
foreshadowing of a single, authoritarian European order 
- plentifully equipped with ‘Rapid Reaction Forces. 
And the Emperor Franz Joseph is the same man whose 
impossible ultimatum to Serbia touched off the Great 
War of 1914-18. 

Today the continuing influence of the Habsburg 
Empire is more than the Cheshire cat's grin. The 
Archduke Otto von Habsburg, son of the last Emperor, 
was prominent in the clamour for the destruction of 
Yugoslavia - a process assisted by the secret services of 
Germany, Austria, Hungary and the Vatican. Like his 
now beatified father, the Emperor Karl, and His late 
Imperial and Royal great uncle Franz Joseph before him, 
he was enthusiastic for the bombardment of Belgrade 
- a case of malice aforethought long matured, if ever 
there was one. The ultimatum presented to Yugoslavia at 
Rambouillet was even more impossible for any country 
to accept than the Austrian ultimatum of 1914. We have 
it on the authority of his wife that the Imperial Foreign 
Minister Berchtold spent a sleepless night inserting 
extra clauses because he feared Serbia might agree to the 
terms and deny Austria her war - rather as Madeleine 


in Italy; the Austrian possessions form part of the 
Great German Confederation. Forwards, Hanover and 
Brunswick! We march you into Naples to mount guard 
over the Italian rebels IN CHAINS AND SOLITARY 
CONFINEMENT FOR LIFE, and to back up the spies 
of CARRETTO. And we have done this - or helped to 
do it - and chuckled over our prudence as Conservative 
statesmen. Confound that PALMERSTON - that 
brouillon, the cause of half the mischief of Europe! We 
have stopped his meddling at any rate! 

Yes, and we have seen the noble Hungarian sink, 
without a hand to help him; we have seen the Hessians 
with the best cause, the honestest cause, the cause of 
every lover of peace and law, handed over to Bavarian 
courts martial - and never said a word; we have seen 
twenty thousand men rotting in Neapolitan dungeons, 
and we read that forty thousand Austrians are on the 
Sardinian frontier, because the Emperor is disquieted 
by the encouragement given to liberalism in Savoy. 

O how unselfish we English are! How generous, 
gallant and wise! How we trounce a Minister who 
meddles with other folks affairs ...... Let us get over a 
Neapolitan gentleman, manacled and put into solitary 
confinement and put him in the Crystal Exhibition. His 
tortures will be profitable to us; it will be amusing to see 
the lonely wretch caught in the trap and served right. 
So Italy and Hungary are chopped up, ne rolled finally 
into the great German sausage! ......... 


Albright did in our time. 

Dr von Habsburg, as he is now styled, leader of 
Pan-Europa and a German member of the European 
parliament until 1999, was quoted in Le Figaro of 
15 August 1991 as saying “Croatia, being a civilised 
part of Europe, has nothing in common with Serbian 
primitivism in the Balkans. Croatia's future lies in the 
European Confederation to which the former Austria- 
Hungary would serve as a model to be followed”. The 
‘Sclavonia of the Punch article is part of Croatia, now 
cleansed of its Serb population so that an ethnically and 
religiously pure Croatia is a fit candidate for the EU. 

To quote from a more recent report: “In the period 
leading up to the Croatian secession there were signs 
that indicated the re-emergence of the historical axis 
previously seen in the days of the Holy Roman Empire, 
the Austro-Hungarian Empire and the Third Reich. 
There is no ‘conspiracy theory’ in this: merely the 
reappearance of a geopolitical pattern..... Germany was 
aided by Austria’! 

In a broadcast on National Public Radio in April 
2005, Dr von Habsburg described himself as Hungarian, 
although his long service in the EU parliament was as a 
German citizen. During the break-up of the Soviet bloc, 
he was deeply involved in persuading the Hungarian 
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government to open its western border to East Germans 
wanting to enter West Germany via Hungary, thus 
pulling the rug from under the communist East German 
government. One of his sons now has a senior position 
in the Hungarian Foreign Office. If I were a Serb, I would 
be apprehensive of another territorial annexation — that 
of the fertile Voivodina region which once formed part 
of the Hungarian kingdom. It has a Hungarian minority 
and is also subject to irredentist claims by Germans who 
were expelled in 1945 

Adventurism by the Noble House of Austria in the 
Balkans cost millions of lives in the Great War. There is 


no guarantee that the NATO intervention of the 1990s __ Note 
will have any happier outcome than Imperial Austria’s 1. Paper by T W Carr of 


annexation of Bosnia Herzegovina. The interests of the Defence and Foreign 
we Affairs Publications, 
Central Powers are not those of Britain. I am sure my Langer eanieniet 
ancestor, who subscribed to Punch, would agree. O Chicago in 1995 
http://emperors-clothes. 
For a reader with some historical background The Decline com/article/carr/carr2. 


and Fall of the Habsburg Empire 1815-1918 by Alan Sked htm 
(Longmans 1989) provides a useful narrative. Dr Sked 
opposes the usual view of a disintegrating polity, arguing 
that the Empire would have survived, if Germany had 
not been defeated. E.S. 


M: of my boyhood heroes were naturalists whose 
essays I read avidly from leather-bound volumes 
taken from my grandfather's bookshelves. One of these 
larger-than-life characters was the African explorer- 
naturalist-linguist-artist-imperialist, Sir Harry Hamilton 
Johnston (1858-1927). 

Until recently, I had read a great deal by this author, 
but very little about him. Years of browsing in dusty 
secondhand bookshops have now brought to light a 
biography of Johnston by his brother. 

The Life and Letters of Sir Harry Johnston, by Alex 
Johnston, was published by Jonathan Cape in 1929. My 
copy, bought on Dublin’s cobbled Liffeyside, is stamped: 
“Huddersfield Public Libraries and Art Gallery. 
Withdrawn and Sold by the Order of Kirklees Council” 
There is a fine frontispiece showing Sir Harry in sheepish 
enforced retirement on the steps of his manor house in 
Sussex. 

Alex seems fond of his brother, and sometimes 
accompanied him on African expeditions. They came 
from a middle-class evangelical family. Perhaps as a 
reaction to this, Harry developed a worldly, mischievous 
sense of humour. 

A precocious boy, who liked to be admired for his 
drawings and comic verses, he found his true vocation 
in life when he visited Tunis as a painter. That vocation 
was not painting, writing or natural history. It was Africa. 
Returning to London, he plunged himself into Africana, 
befriending missionaries and travellers, and studying 
Bantu languages in the British Museum. He was to end 
his days as a world authority on African languages. In 
1882, a Lord Mayo invited Harry to accompany him 
to Angola. Their boat stopped at Calabar, and Harry 
enthusiastically explored the West African creeks and 
forests, recording his often ecstatic impressions in 
drawings and in long letters to his father. 

“Full of interest to a Naturalist, to a trader Bonny is 
one of the most hateful places on the Coast. It is the old 
tale of Eyes and No Eyes..... At last in the forest! Oh, how 
beautiful it is.” 

Taking his leave of Lord Mayo, Harry travelled from 
trading post to trading post, painting and sketching, 
until he finally met with Stanley, and struck up a lifelong 
friendship. At Stanley’s funeral, Sir Harry was a pall- 
bearer. His later friendship with Rhodes was soon 
replaced by enmity. On his travels Harry acquired an 
Indian servant named Virapan, who became a boon 
companion and friend. In proper Boy’ Own adventure- 
story style, they got into numerous scrapes and narrow 
escapes amidst unfriendly chiefs, warring tribesmen and 
slave raiders. 

Lord Salisbury rewarded Harry by appointing him 
Acting Consul over part of Calabar. Thereafter he enjoyed 
political appointments in what became Nyasaland and 
Uganda. Now Sir Harry, he engaged enthusiastically in 
the Scramble for Africa, persuading chiefs and kings 
to plant thumb-prints on imperial deeds, and defining 


A brotherly book 


Roy Kerridge relives boyhood literary adventures in Africa 


boundary-lines in collaboration with the Belgians and 
other European powers. 

Nowadays the Scramble for Africa (a cynical 
phrase!) is viewed with heavy irony as the enslavement 
of a continent, the Scramblers self-deluded men at 
best. To Sir Harry and to most Western missionaries 
and well-wishers for Africa, things looked different. 
East Central Africa was under the nominal rule of the 
Sultan of Zanzibar, and the African interior was infested 
by countless thousands of Arab slave raiders. In his 
masterly book Tropical Africa, Sir Henry Drummond, 
the Christian explorer and geologist, beseeched Britain 
to annex Nyasaland and stamp out the slave traffic. With 
the aid of sepoy troops from India, Sir Harry Johnston 
did just that. The British Empire, with all its faults, took 
the place of an undoubtedly Evil Empire of Arab slavers. Sir Harry 

Very little money was put into the new British Hamilton Johnston 

colonies in Africa. They were supposed to finance 
themselves which meant setting up a system of taxes. 
This in turn meant accustoming Africans to a money 
economy, or in other words, getting them to go to 
work, usually for white people. Some cynicism may be 
allowable here. However, the new way of life under a 
rule of law, with all its drawbacks, was better than the 
old murderous anarchy. Before British rule, a freebooting 
Englishman could shoot village chiefs and do as he liked 
while his bullets lasted. Freebooters vanished in colonial 
Africa, and officials moved in. Much of this was thanks 
to Johnston. As he took taxes in the form of wild animals 
which he kept as pets, his rule was not oppressive, and he 
put his own money into Africa. 

Sadly for Johnston, Lord Salisbury retired, and 
jealous Colonial Office mandarins recalled the artist- 
naturalist. Alex Johnston believed that they resented Sir 
Harry’s appearance in Africa “from nowhere’. Unlike 
many of his successors, he had been appointed simply 
because of his ability, without having had to plough 
through numerous exams. 

In his later years, under the amiable thumb of a 
statuesque wife, Sir Harry supported himself by writing. 

His expertise on all matters African was marred by his 
admiration for Darwin and Darwinian philosophy. (I 
have yet to meet an African, Indian or West Indian who 
accepts the ideas of Darwin, ideas that can lead to notions 
of white supremacy and a denial of full humanity to other 
races.) Sir Harry’s actions and personal friendships were 
always on the side of Africans against their oppressors, 
but his theoretical ideas sometimes make uncomfortable 
reading today. Alex Johnston's admiration for his brother 
stays constant to the end, although he does permit himself Roy Kerridge is 
a smile at some of Sir Harry’s later eccentricities. a freelance writer 
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‘Positive action’ leads to 
negative results 


Donald Fleming says that PC policing will inevitably backfire 
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f Dixon of Dock Green was nota fictional character he 

would be apoplectic on reading Avon and Somerset 
Constabulary’s policy document: Positive Action Leads 
To Positive Results, which effectively advocates positive 
discrimination in order to achieve cultural and ethnic 
diversity in terms of recruitment. Its policy is: “We 
will continue to provide positive action for people 
from under-represented groups including people from 
ethnic minority backgrounds, females . . . people who 
are transgender, gay, lesbian and bisexual and people 
with a disability.” 

Predictably, the Constabulary has been accused of 
positive discrimination. The Police Federation claims 
that in a recent recruitment drive it rejected up to 
186 white male applicants in favour of female and 
ethnic minorities, adding that some of the strongest 
candidates were passed over? Chairman of the Avon 
and Somerset branch of the Police Federation, Andy 
Palfreman said: “Our view is that they are denying 
access to the recruitment process to some very strong 
candidates purely on the grounds of their gender and 
ethnicity. It’s unfair and may be illegal”? However, Paul 
Hazel, Avon and Somerset’s head of personnel and 
training, responded: “The majority of those deselected 
were white men because the force’s workforce is over- 
represented by white men.”* 

Sadly, at this time of writing, Avon and Somerset's 
recruitment policy remains unchanged. Moving into 
satire mode: where is it all going to end? If in ten years 
time I am kidnapped by terrorists, will the police 
assemble a SWAT team comprising a lone parent, a 
gay man, a black lesbian, a transvestite and a disabled 
person? Will the kidnappers be telephoned in advance 
to provide wheelchair access? Will the lone parent 
be allowed to breastfeed during the rescue? Will the 
transvestite be able to take early retirement if he gets his 
lipstick smudged? And, most importantly, will I end up 
dead? 

Thankfully there is a strong opposition within the 
police force in relation to affirmative action (often 
synonymous with positive discrimination). This is 
true particularly in the case of recruitment of ethnic 
minorities. The Police Federation’s chairman, Chief 
Inspector Jan Berry, has warned: “The danger is that, 
for some chief constables, achieving the targets will 
become more important than getting the right people. 
And even if standards aren't reduced there would be the 
perception that ethnic minority recruits only got the job 
because of their colour and that perception will affect 
working relationships.”° 

Other opponents have cautioned that affirmative 
action could lead to the lowering of standards and 
provoke a backlash among white recruits who would 
resent being rejected because of their colour. It could 
also result in demoralization among ethnic-minority 
recruits, because many are against what might be 
perceived as reverse racism, and want to be judged 
solely on their ability. 

Regrettably, these voices of common sense are being 
fiercely resisted by those more influential within our 
police force, so satire might in the long term become 
reality — or at least a reflection of it. 
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The positive discrimination debate is set to continue 
against a background of increasing multiculturalism 
within our police force, which over the summer months 
has went into overdrive. In particular there appears 
to have been outbreaks of Islamophilia within certain 
constabularies. 

The Metropolitan Police seems to have become the 
public relations wing of the Muslim Council of Britain. 
For since the London bombings its two top cops have 
appeared in the media chanting the politically correct 
mantra: ‘Islam is Peace’® 

Deputy Assistant Commissioner of the Metro- 
politan Police Brian Paddick asks us to believe that 
“Islam and terrorists are two words that do not go 
together?” (What about Islamic Jihad, Hamas et al?), 
and Commissioner, Sir Ian Blair, asserts, “...there is 
nothing wrong with being a fundamentalist Muslim. ..”* 
(Tell that to Salmon Rushdie.) 

This love of Islam seems to have spread to other 
police forces. In response to a 50% rise in racial and 
religiously motivated crime after July 7, Steve Green, 
Chief Constable of Nottinghamshire police, asked his 
4,000 officers to wear ribbons in the traditional Islamic 
shade of green.’ In a JFK sort of way I guess that the 
symbolism is Ich bin ein Muslim. This instance of 
postmodern policing makes me yearn for a bygone 
age, when PC stood for ‘police constable’ rather than 
‘politically correct. Back in the Seventies, after the IRA 
Guildford pub bombing, the Irish-Catholic community 
in Britain came under pressure, but I don’t remember 
seeing policemen patrolling the beat wearing crucifixes. 
They just got on with doing their job: protecting the 
public — Irish-Catholics included. 

Since the implementation of the MacPherson 
Report overkill, our system of policing has become 
saturated with multiculturalism. Colin Cramphorn, 
chief constable of West Yorkshire, implements a virtual 
avalanche of PC requirements. Nearly 10,000 days 
of serving police officers’ and staff time, to date, have 
been expended on diversity training.'° This leads to 
the inevitable conclusion: if the police spent less time 
indoors focussing on racial diversity and more time 
on the streets of ethnic communities, fewer racially 
motivated crimes might be committed. 

Until recent times the central principle of policy to 
combat racism was that all people, regardless of race, 
creed or colour should be treated impartially; hence, 
signs that once allegedly adorned the windows of guest 
houses: ‘No coloureds. No Irish. No Dogs: are rightly 
long gone. Then in the Eighties, this changed radically 
in order to accommodate a socio-political concept 
known as multiculturalism (enforced by positive 
discrimination), which is intended to bring about a 
sense of equality, and, thus, a stronger, fairer society. 

Yet multiculturalism has the potential to be 
dangerously destabilising, because coexistence of 
competing cultures can ultimately lead to a deeply 
divided nation. Further, when positive discrimination 
comes into play and one section of society is perceived 
as being given preferential treatment, a ‘them vs us’ 
mentality can develop, causing resentment, friction, the 
erection of barriers and, ultimately, empowerment of 
those who actively oppose minorities. 

In order to secure a strong and stable society for 
future generations, it is imperative that we write off 
multiculturalism and its enforcer, positive discrimina- 
tion, as a social experiment that has failed. And a first 
step towards this would be a return to traditional polic- 
ing which embodies the principle: best man or woman 
for the job — regardless of race, creed or colour. Q 


| eae bigot hearts were all of a flutter in October 
as yet another (sigh) race riot ... er ... festival of di- 
versity erupted in Birmingham. But this was a festi- 
val of diversity with a difference: it was blacks fighting 
Asians. Cue the blackest liberal bigot dismay, because 
ONLY WHITES ARE RACIST. What on earth were 
they to do? Simple: deny reality and blame it on ol 
whitey. 

Truly heroic attempts were made by the media and 
our politicos to pretend that it was not a “race riot”. 
Rather, we were told, it was the natural outcome of 
the poverty in which ol’ whitey wickedly keeps blacks 
and Asians. Most inconveniently from the liberal bigot 
standpoint this explanation ignored one glaring fact: 
there are vastly more poor whites in Britain than poor 
blacks and Asians and the poor whites do not riot. 

Alas, quite disgracefully, the blacks and Asians in 
the area would not play with the liberal bigot propa- 
ganda ball. Instead they told a story built around black 
and Asian stereotypes now legally forbidden to white 
lips: thieving, idle blacks and money-grabbing Asians. 

Eventually more honest reporting made it clear 
that the area was waiting to erupt because blacks are 
resentful that most of the retail businesses in the area, 
particularly the shops stocking black-centred prod- 
ucts, had all been taken over by - guess who - Asians. 
Idi Amin, thou shouldst be living at this hour. 

Blacks claimed that the immediate cause of the 
riot was the gang-rape of a 14-year-old black girl by 
a mob of Asians after she was caught shoplifting in an 
Asian shop. The girl was never identified and it was 
claimed she could not make a complaint because she 
is a failed asylum seeker who feared deportation (you 
couldn't make it up). The local police and immigration 
authorities cringed dutifully and said that the putative 
rapee could come forward without worrying about her 
immigrant status, but all to no avail. Whether she actu- 
ally existed is a very moot point. 

Inter-ethnic minority violence is common in 
Britain. Regular gang battles take place between vari- 
ously blacks, Sikhs, Hindus and Muslims in places as 
disparate as Bethnal Green and Slough. Not that one 
would know this from our mainstream media which 
has long been most conscientiously censoring the race 
of those who misbehave, unless, of course, the culprits 
are white. 

Diverting as it was, Birmingham proved to be a 
mere sparkler in the ethnic firework box compared to 
the very large banger which went off in France a few 
weeks later. Muslim rioters made merry first in Paris 
and then in cities and towns throughout France, gai- 
ly burning everything in sight provided it belonged 
to ol’ whitey. As I write this, the Gallic festival of joy 
has been running for nearly three weeks, curfews have 
been declared and one third of the French riot police, 
the CRS, have been garrisoned in the most excitingly 
diverse areas (Daily Telegraph 14 November 2005). 

Diversity fans will not be surprised that Britain 
now has a black Archbishop of York, because since 
Blair took office blacks and Asians have been pushed 
into positions of public influence in numbers out of 
all proportion to their representation in the popula- 
tion. The very lucky winner in this PC lottery is John 
Sentamu, a Ugandan. The chances of anyone becom- 
ing Archbishop are vanishingly small, but the odds are 
weighted heavily in favour of white bishops by virtue 
of their number. 

So how did a black get the post? The answer of 
course is that such appointments are acts of patronage 


rather than appointments strictly on merit. 

Sentamu is the liberal bigot’s dream archbishop, 
being firmly convinced that the C of E is ‘institution- 
ally racist. According to the DailyTelegraph (29 August 
2005) he first made the accusation in 1999 “when he 
said in a General Synod on the Stephen Lawrence 
Inquiry report that the Church suffered from many 
of the same sins as the police.’ The Telegraph report 
continues “The then Archbishops of Canterbury and 
York, Dr George Carey and Dr David Hope respective- 
ly, subsequently attended a ‘racism-awareness course.” 
Doubtless, they and their ilk will respond with hysteri- 
cal squeals of masochistic delight to further denuncia- 
tions by Sentamu of the C of E. 

At least one public institution need not worry about 
lacking diversity. Around 10,000 out of a UK prison 
population of 85,000 are foreigners and no fewer than 
160 nationalities are represented — Jamaica proudly 
heads the list with 2,039 inmates (Daily Telegraph 26 
October 2005). To these may be added the 15 per cent 
or so of the prison population who are British born 
blacks and a growing number of British-born Asians 
who are readily taking to a life of crime. 

A study commissioned by the Commission for 
Racial Equality into ‘Britishness’ showed with unfor- 
giving clarity the commitment and loyalty of all those 
‘British’ and ‘English’ blacks and Asians we are always 
hearing about from our elite. The most telling passages 
are: 

“In England, white English participants identified 
themselves as English first and British second, while 
ethnic minority participants perceived themselves as 
British. None identified as English, which they saw as 
meaning exclusively white people.” 

“Britishness was associated with great historical 
and political achievements, but only amongst white 
participants (whether from England, Scotland or 
Wales), not those from ethnic minority backgrounds” 
(www.cre.gov.uk/downloads/what_is_britishness. 
pdf). 

In short, blacks and Asians actively reject English- 
ness and have no interest or conception of what is en- 
compassed by British history and traditions. 

Unreason formally entered the English legal sys- 
tem when the High Court overturned a Home Office 
decision to refuse to extensively consider the asylum 
claim of a Nigerian woman called Ebun Ajbaje (Dai- 
ly Telegraph 27 October 2005). The grounds for Ms 
Ajbaje’s claim? Why, if she goes back to Nigeria she 
is stone-cold certain that her relatives will use black 
magic against her. The Home Office quite scandalously 
decided such a claim was “bound to fail” and summar- 
ily refused it using the new ‘fast track’ asylum method. 
Let us hope they'll know better next time. Q) 
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Luck runs out for the ‘lucky country’ 


ype in the words ‘Cronulla Beach in Google, and 

within the first ten listings is the following, from 
a holiday company: “If ever the phrase ‘a million miles 
from worry was true, Cronulla Beach is it”. But in De- 
cember, “worry” came to Cronulla with a vengeance. 

Cronulla beach is one of Sydney’s most beautiful 
and popular beaches. Its ambience was occasionally 
disturbed during the 1960s and 1970s, by the drunken, 


low and it’s time we showed a bit of pride towards 
where we live” said one. Another said “Our girls 
can't get from the water to their towels without being 
threatened by these maggots”. Danny Hanley, who lost 
his two daughters in the Bali bomb, said the violence 
stemmed from many “crimes against ordinary Aus- 
tralians...it is a culmination of so many things over 
so many years”. 


minor scuffles of ‘surfies’ and the ‘westies, but most of The following Sunday, 11 December, at least par- 
the time it is the sole preserve of sunbathers, swim- __ tially spontaneously, an estimated 5,000 Anglos con- 
mers and surfers. All this changed forever on Sunday, _gregated at North Cronulla Surf Club. Scuffles broke 
4 December, with a savage attack on two volunteer out amid shouts of “Kill Lebs’, and various people of 
lifeguards by Lebanese youths from a local Middle | Middle Eastern appearance were assaulted. Paramedics 
Eastern street gang. and police who tried to intervene were also attacked. 
It seems the lifeguards had been taunted by the The next day, up to 100 young Middle-Easterners ram- 
‘Lebs’ for being on ‘their’ beach, and the lifeguards had _ paged through the nearby suburb of Maroubra, damag- 
made a jibe about the ‘Lebs’ not being able to swim _ing 60 cars. Gunshots were heard near Cronulla, a piz- 
~ upon which a fight ensued, becoming serious when _zeria’s patrons were attacked as they dined, one woman 
passing ‘Lebs’ joined in. The lifeguards were badly was groped by a man who said, “We're going to rape 
beaten, and matters were not helped by the fact that you, you Aussie sluts”. Middle Eastern youths, some 
the police could not (or, many thought, would not), armed with pistols, gathered at the nearby Lakemba 
find the culprits for several weeks. mosque to posture for the media - which event turned 
There have been years of high levels of crime even more unpleasant when some of the mob attacked 
amongst immigrants of Middle Eastern origin (about _ reporters, saying that media coverage was responsible 
2% of New South Wales residents are of Arab origin, _ for some of the violence. (The president of the wryly 
rising to 5% in Greater Sydney). Almost all of the or- _ amusingly-entitled Islamic Friendship Association of 
ganized crime in Australia is now in the hands of either _ Australia had said the violence was “bound to happen” 
Middle Eastern or Oriental gangs, united by ethnicity because of “racist rhetoric” on Sydney radio.) 
as well as criminality. Middle Eastern gangs, led by On 14 December, shots were fired at a Catholic 
the Telopea Street gang from southwestern Sydney, _ primary school, a church hall was burned down and 
are or have been involved in car-jacking, ram-raiding, | windows in an Anglican church smashed. Police in- 
drug trafficking, muggings, and a shocking series of __tercepted text messages calling for racial uprisings, 
racially-motivated gang rapes in 2000. raided houses and made arrests across the city. 
When to this consciousness is added the anti- | Mendacious media and pathetic ‘pollies’ 
Muslim feelings excited by the Bali bombings of 2002 
(during which many Australian tourists were killed), 
and the recent uncovering of an Islamist bombing plot 
in Sydney, it is hardly surprising that some Anglos re- 
garded the Cronulla incident as a provocation too far. 
Some local Anglo reactions demonstrate the mix- 
ture of motivations: “What the Lebs did last week was 


— from 
Australia 


After the gang-rape outbreak of 2000, the publicly 
funded Anti-Discrimination Board not only tried to 
disguise the fact that race was a motive for the rapes 
but said that any media reportage along these lines was 
“racially biased”. The media seem, for the most part, 
to have taken such admonitions to heart in respect of 
these latest disturbances. There was widespread breast- 
baring about white racism, and the socioeconomic 
disadvantage allegedly endured by Middle Easterners 
~ all of which is ironic, bearing in mind the incident at 
the Lakemba mosque. Perhaps the most unintention- 
ally amusing comment was that of Phil Glendenning 
of the Catholic Edmund Rice Centre, who expound- 
ed a highly complex unified field theory of ‘racism’: 
“Through Hansonism, the Tampa incident, children 
overboard, weapons of mass destruction and the un- 
fair targeting of people of Islamic background over is- 
sues like terrorism and Iraq, Australia’s young people 
are growing up in a culture of fear of the other”. Mean- 
while, celebrities including the actress Cate Blanchett 
piped up to condemn “racism and intolerance”. 

There were some honest exceptions, such as Peter 
Ryan’s column in The Australian of 15 December, in 
which he called for a public apology for the historian 
Geoffrey Blainey. Blainey had made a famous speech 
to a local Rotary Club branch in 1984 drawing atten- 
tion to the potential problems of immigration - for 
which he was savaged in an open letter by some 23 of 


his Melbourne University ‘colleagues; in a letter char- 
Cronulla Beach: ideal for sun, sand, sea, surf and — er — mounted police patrols. —_ acterized, according to Ryan, by “unctuous academic 


The ‘lucky country’ is starting to enjoy the benefits of ‘diversity’. 


bilge, expressed with unprickable pomposity”. (In ret- 
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rospect, added Ryan in a memorable phrase, the 23 
signatories “resemble little dogs snapping at the heels 
of a stately thoroughbred”) 

Most political reactions were predictably fatuous, 
from John Howard downwards, with all condemning 
the violence without addressing the more substantive 
issues, let alone suggesting remedies. One exception 
was One Nation’s Bob Vinnicombe, who pointed out 
that “The time has come to reclaim our streets, reclaim 
our suburbs and reclaim our nation, or we'll end up 
with no nation” (One Nation NSW press release, 15 
December 2005). Perhaps the best coverage of the 
events, plus the wider issues, has appeared on the 


American websites www.vdare.com (articles by James 
Fulford and the Australian academic Andrew Fraser, 
which latter gentleman was interviewed in RN 54) and 
www.amren.com. 

At the time of writing, police have arrested about 
60 people, ranging from alleged ‘white supremacists’ 
to alleged Lebanese gang members, and are still pa- 
trolling the troubled areas. For now, Sydney’s streets 
have subsided, but there is a new unease, and it is only 
a matter of when some similar incident will spark off 
similar - or perhaps far worse — violence. It seems 
that Australians are no longer as “lucky” as they once 
were. Q 


Mapping out the fight against 
“soft totalitarianism” 


N= Zealand has long been notorious in sensible 
circles for successive governments’ inordinate 
fondness for political correctness. But things may now 
be starting to change for the better. 

Labour’s Helen Clark was re-elected as Prime Min- 
ister for a third term in September 2005. Her party has 
50 seats in the 120 seat parliament, as opposed to the 
National Party’s 48. Labour is in coalition with the 
one-seat Progressive Party, and has been promised the 
support of two smaller, centre-Right parties - New 
Zealand First, led by the controversial part-Maori 
populist, Winston Peters (who is Foreign Minister, but 


Dr Wayne Mapp MP 


not a member of the cabinet) and the United Future 
Party. Clark is a wily politician, who has combined Old 
Left-style political correctness with easing free trade 
and legalizing prostitution; it is such flexibility that 
enabled her to hold onto power despite a very strong 
challenge from a resurgent National Party. 

Part of the National Party’s resurgence can un- 
doubtedly be attributed to the party’s election plat- 
form, which included fighting a proposed ban on 


smacking and public smoking, and repealing some 
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DISPATCHES 


welfare benefits and special voting rights for Maoris. 
It is possible that the party’s near-winning platform 
stemmed, at least in part, from the highly success- 
ful 2005 lecture tour by political correctness expert 
(and occasional RN contributor) Frank Ellis of Leeds 
University, organised by the Maxim Institute, during 
which he addressed a wide variety of academics, leg- 
islators and members of the public on the roots and 
fruits of political correctness 

In an unprecedented move, Dr Wayne Mapp, Na- 
tional Party MP for the North Shore constituency in 
Auckland and party spokesman for Labour & Indus- 
trial Relations, was appointed in October as the party’s 
official ‘Spokesman for Political Correctness Eradica- 
tion. In a press release of 27 October 2005, Dr. Mapp 
set out his mission: “There needs to be a clear politi- 
cal programme to reverse [political correctness]; to 
remove the viewpoints and language of the politically 
correct from the institutions of government... The mi- 
nority capture of public institutions by the politically 
correct is a basic cause of people losing faith in the in- 
stitutions of government. Removing the power of the 
politically correct means removing their institutional 
and legislative base”. 

This is an interesting and exceedingly positive de- 
velopment, but it remains to be seen whether the Na- 
tionals will stick to their newfound guns on this im- 
portant issue. If they do, they may be able to attract 
the support of NZ First and United Future for the next 
elections — although cooperation with NZ First is ad- 
mittedly unlikely, given National’s legendarily poor 
relations with Winston Peters. While such co-opera- 
tion cannot be taken for granted and although no-one 
should underestimate Helen Clark’s political survival 
skills, a long-overdue counter-offensive just may have 


begun. a 


Editor’s Notes: 


Dr Frank Ellis's book, Political Correctness and the Theoretical Struggle, is available from 
Right Now! at £10 — see p23 for ordering information. 


In December, Philip Davies, Conservative MP for Shipley, said that he was considering 
following the New Zealand example, and campaigning against what he called “this sil- 
liness”. He went on, “There will come a point, and | think we're very near that point now, 
where the silent majority, the bulk of decent people say I’ve had enough of this and we're 
going to start rolling back the tide and | want to play my part in rolling back that tide”. Mr 
Davies is a patron of the London-based Campaign Against Political Correctness (www. 
capc.com.uk). Readers may also be interested in the new Civitas book, The Retreat of Rea- 
son, by Anthony Browne, in which the Times journalist (and author of Do We Need Mass 
Immigration?) denounces eloquently the “soft totalitarianism” which has led to “moral 
cowardice” and “intellectual dishonesty”. 
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John Oddy 
remembers a 
controversial 
and sometimes 
mistaken, 
yet patriotic and 
well-meaning, 
pre-war 
Conservative 


Sir Barry Edward Domvile 


(1878 - 


1971) 


| D jeans on 24 January 1915 revealed the highly 
competent Rear-Admiral Franz von Hipper 
combing the Dogger Bank for vessels appearing suspect 
or hostile. Besides light forces and the armoured 
cruiser Bliicher, be commanded three formidable, 
almost unsinkable, battle-cruisers: the Seidlitz, Moltke, 
and Derfflinger. But also in the vicinity, because we 
possessed the German Navy's codebooks, was a much 
superior British force, principally Rear-Admiral Sir 
David Beatty’s flagship HMS Lion and four other 
battle-cruisers. Sighting this array, Hipper marshalled 
his spread-out ships and sped for home, Beatty gaining 
on him and scoring damaging hits. 

Yet German gunnery and British muddle were to 
enable nearly all Hipper’s force to escape. His battle- 
cruisers continually hammered his leading pursuer, 
the Lion, their shells, of exemplary penetrating-power, 
blowing away her wireless, smashing-in a fore-turret, 
ripping her hull-armour, and finally disabling an 
engine, so that she slowed to a listing stop. Beatty's 
visual signals for the chase to continue proved puzzling 
or invisible; British attention mistakenly became 
focused on the Bliicher, already crippled but fighting to 
the last. Burning fiercely, she now heeled over. Masses 
of steam rose as sea-water met her structure's fires and 
cascaded down the funnels on to the furnaces; crowds 
of German sailors clambered on to her exposed side as 
she began to sink. 

The officer commanding a Harwich-based 
destroyer that was now trying to save these men would 
write, “I shall never forget the shouts and cries of the 
poor devils in the water, and running about on her up- 
turned bottom.”! He managed to rescue 47 of them; 
but a German seaplane arrived and dropped bombs 
alongside his destroyer, so he had to obey a signal 
to steam away, abandoning other men to the wintry 
North Sea... 

Our humane officer would successively become 
Director of the Plans (Policy) Division of the 
Admiralty’s Naval Staff; Rear-Admiral; Director of 
Naval Intelligence; commander, latterly as Vice- 
Admiral, of the 3rd Cruiser Squadron, Mediterranean 
Fleet; President, like his father before him, of the Royal 
Naval College, Greenwich. He was appointed CB and 
CMG, and in 1934 knighted (KBE). 

In 1936, as Admiral, he retired, but in July 1940 the 
police plucked him and his wife from their “happy little 
household of children, servants and dogs”? at Robin's 
Tree, Roehampton Vale, London, and took them to 
separate prisons: Winston Churchill's Home Secretary, 
Sir John Anderson, was operating Regulation 18B. 

The offence? — “Our efforts to improve the friendly 
relations and mutual understanding between the 
British and German nations before the war put a stop 
to all such activities” “As I saw the matter, we were 
making the most determined and unnecessary attempt 
at national suicide ever recorded in history.” 

The offender? — Sir Barry Edward Domvile (1878- 
1971), apt to be dismissed as eccentric or anti-Semitic 
or pro-Nazi. Far from trying to justify anti-Semitism 
or pro-Nazism or even a particular eccentricity, this 
article intends to demonstrate Sir Barry’s patriotism 


and his politico-strategic insight plus the sardonic and 
knockabout wit that prompted him to call his account 
of his beliefs and his captivity From Admiral to Cabin 
Boy and dedicate it “to all my former shipmates on 
board His Majesty’s stone frigate on Brixton Hill 1940- 
1943”; to explain, moreover, that “some ill-natured 
people would call this cabin a cell, but ... cabin sounds 
nicer and gives the book a better title”;* and to ridicule 
the Labour politician A V Alexander as “the ‘Co-op’ 
king, who was later to abandon shops for ships as First 
Lord of the Admiralty” - “a grocer at sea.” 

France’s complete collapse, the touch-and-go escape 
of the British Expeditionary Force from Dunkirk, and 


Sir Barry Edward Domvile 


the threat of a German invasion, perhaps aided by fifth 
columnists, made the atmosphere of 1940 such that 
even patriotically reclaiming some waste land for food 
production could spark the suspicion that you were 
preparing a landing-area for enemy paratroops (so 
into Brixton Prison youd go, just as a Dorset friend of 
the Domviles went); and that a woman servant sacked 
for pilfering the Domviles’ wine could organize a 
petition demanding their arrest; and that two Jewish 
MPs could ask in the House why Domvile and his son 
were still at large.° Imprisoned with Sir Barry was (eg) 
C E Carroll, the heroic, badly-wounded Great War 
soldier and pilot, latterly British Legion editor, who 
had suggested to him that they should found “The Link. 
This association for Anglo-German understanding 
was open to all; indeed, many ordinary people did 
join it. Domvile had addressed new branches up and 
down the kingdom to prevent fresh war, and as late 
as July 1939 he and some 100 members had been at 
the inauguration of a first Link branch in the Reich, at 
Salzburg. Also imprisoned with Domvile was a sitting 
MBP, the convinced anti-Communist Captain Archibald 
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Ramsay, another gallant and severely-wounded Great 
War veteran. 

Writing with remarkable detachment - “I realized 
that we were living in queer times” — Sir Barry describes 
in several succinct chapters of From Admiral... his life 
in prison. One winter the heating was cut off; another 
inmate made him and Ramsay margarine-burning 
stoves from tobacco tins and string; Ramsay’s eloquence 
when the Governor examined him and Domvile about 
these stoves got the supposedly too-dilapidated prison 
boiler restarted next morning. We learn too of the 
Governor's and staff’s kindness when Domvile’s elder 
son was lost in the Crete campaign (1941). Ramsay 
also coached the 18Bs in their improvised, exercise- 
ground cricket. If inmates wished to appeal against 
detention, the procedure was pure 
police-state. After “three years and three 
weeks’, Domvile was released by Labour's 
Herbert Morrison, “our little Pharaoh”* 

Domvile’s_ persistent, uninhibited, 
admonitory, Rightist, perceptive 
concern for Britains and her Empire's 
safety suffuses his By and Large (1936) 
~ basically a modest account of his naval 
career — Look to your Moat (1937), which 
studies sea power patriotically, and From 
Admiral... (finished 1943, published 
1947). For example, he illustrates and 
condemns the malign effects of Victorian 
neglect of war-studies; over-specialization 
among naval officers; defensiveness; 
agreements that “handicap Sea Powers 
in their struggle with Land Powers”;? the 
League of Nations’ seeking armaments- 
reduction before removal of the causes of conflicts; the 
1919 Versailles Treaty’s vindictive unfairness towards 
Germany - and did its signatories really expect to 
keep “the most virile nation in Europe” permanently 
in subjection and disarmed, “receiving kicks or 
halfpence according to the mood of the moment”?”” 
- our bewildering and hurtful abrogation of the 
valuable Anglo-Japanese alliance; our offending Italy 
too over Abyssinia; our Press’s anti-German campaign; 
and, to boot, our politicians’ having left our eastern 
empire more or less unprotected yet embroiling us 
in European affairs alien to our interests. They had 
been lacking in patriotism: he contrasted “love of 
one’s country’, “the only sentiment to which people 
will respond readily in time of stress’, with “the new, 
sickly, common citizenship-of-the-world ideas’."! 
And, defiantly, he wished to be enrolled among - to 
use the ‘gutter press’ term, “the men of Munich’, and 
he regretted that that “good man” Neville Chamberlain 
had “allowed himself to be swept along in the current 
of popular sentiment” into giving, undemocratically 
and recklessly, a worthless guarantee to Poland in 
Moo. 

Concerning this guarantee, ought we not now to 
call in two considerable Rightist historians? Algernon 
Cecil (1879-1953) argued in 1941 that Chamberlain, 
over-reacting to Hitler’s perfidious seizure of the 
independent remainder of Czechoslovakia, rushed to 
guarantee Poland, thereby risking the British Empire 
“for the sake of destroying a Wagner-bewitched 
racialist, whose purposes were yet so well in line 
with the German tradition [of eastward expansion] 
as established by Frederick the Great ..”!4 Maurice 
Cowling (1926-2005) expressed the belief that “from 
Britain’s point of view the 1939 war had been a liberal 


From Admiral to Cabin 
Boy — the memoirs of a 
man imprisoned with- 
out trial, at the whim of 
‘democratic’ politicians 


war which had been entered into in a condition of 
moral indignation without the resources to fight it, 
[and] that it had been providential good fortune which 
had placed the burden of fighting on the Russians and 
the Americans ...”5 

Sir Barry described the aforesaid “current of popular 
sentiment” as “largely whipped up by Judmas’.!° We 
must explain this term, beginning by noting that 
times of singular national and international political 
catastrophe soon prompt people to think that sinister 
conspiracies are at work. Suspicion falls upon certain 
bodies, especially if they have been popularly disliked 
or are secretive or have a reputation for offending 
against cultural norms. A sophisticated, paradigmatical 
case is ine French Jesuit historian Augustin Barruel’s 
vastly influential contention that the 1789 
French Revolution, with its deliberate, 
flagrant, appalling apostasy from Christian 
faith and morals, had been planned by 
atheists and anarchists working through 
secret societies such as the Freemasons 
and Illuminati.” A latter-day disciple of 
Barruel, Mrs Nesta H Webster, has carried 
no more conviction among historians than 
he ultimately did, but her wide-ranging 
Secret Societies and Subversive Movements 
(1924), which Admiral Domvile had read, 
acquired, as the present writer’s Christian 
Book Club of America undated reprint 
shows, a long list of commendations of 
one sort or another, eg from HG Wells 
and notices in the Daily Mail, Spectator, 
and New York Book Review. One chapter 
is on “The Real Jewish Peril’ (not a Barruel 
topic). Thus, when Domvile was alerted (as he says) by 
Hitler’s anti-Jewish and anti-Masonic measures and by 
his own experience of Jewish opposition to The Link, 
and so came to believe that a body of elite Jews and 
its elite Masonic helpers (JJudmas, he called it) aimed 
at creating a world state, subjected “by the power of 
money, and working for its Jewish masters’,'® he was 
entering into a recognizable, existing tradition. His 
proposal for a royal commission on Judmas’ sprang 
from his patriotism. 

This brief allusion to Domvile’s and others’ 
speculations about what influences have helped to 
shape modern history opens up another subject, 
fascinating but so big that we have to conclude the 
article, borrowing from 1943 his words about multi- 
ethnic immigration into the USA: “There is no room 
for that sort of thing here.”!° Q 
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Doing Less with Less: 
Making Britain More Secure 


Paul Robinson, Imprint Academic, 
2005, pb, 102pps, £8.95 
Reviewed by Frank Ellis 


There is a lot crammed into this pamphlet 
- among other things, a discussion of Brit- 
ish defence policy, the concept of threat 
and threat planning, as well as a number of 
closely argued and erudite appendices on 
war and terrorism, intervention and just 
war theory and the precautionary principle, 
to cite just three. 

Robinson's central argument is straight- 
forward: the primary function of the British 
armed forces is to defend the country, not 
to engage in expeditionary warfare overseas 
where, he argues, there are no vital British 
interests. He exposes the dubious thinking 
that underpins the 2003 Defence White Pa- 
per, “visions” as they are called, according 
to which the British armed forces must be 
a “force for good in the world”. As Robinson 
points out, the concept of being a force for 
good “is to give moral gloss to the policy of 
armed intervention overseas” (p17). “Sol- 
diers are not social workers” (p17). 

One of the key arguments deployed in 
support of interventionism is that the Cold 
War created some kind of stability; that the 
world is a more dangerous place since the 
end of the Cold War. Far from maintaining 
stability, argues Robinson, the West-East 
confrontation encouraged proxy wars and 
led to instability. Fair enough, as long as we 
recognise where the blame lies. Robinson 
overstates his case when he writes that the 
Iraqi invasion of Kuwait in 1990 and the ter- 
rorist attacks of 11th September 2001 were 
“godsends for the doom-mongers” (p19); 
the fact of the matter is that both events, re- 
gardless of any doom-mongering were direct 
threats to the West and Western interests. 

Again he understates, in my opinion, 
the notion of “rogue states’, arguing that the 
threat is “grossly exaggerated” (p19). The 
rogue states in question are: Cuba, Pakistan, 
Libya, Iraq, Iran, North Korea and Syria. Be- 
reft of the Soviet support that kept it afloat, 
Cuba poses no real threat to the West. True, 
for the time being, Pakistan is America’s ally. 
But is it desirable that a corrupt state such as 
Pakistan possesses nuclear weapons? Libya 
has indeed come in from the cold. (Did this 
have anything to with the toppling of Sad- 
dam Hussein?). 

And does Iran's sponsorship of Islamic 
terror groups and a determination to press 
ahead with a nuclear-weapons programme 
not justify rogue-state status? Syria is anoth- 
er state that actively pursues the destruction 
of Israel, the only democracy in the Middle 
East, and supports terrorism. If any state de- 
serves to be regarded as a rogue state it is 
surely the Stalinist and dangerously unpre- 
dictable North Korea. 

It seems to me that there is a good case 


Books 


“Reading maketh a full man” 
— Bacon 


for adding China to the list. China pursues a 
policy of selective extermination of Tibetans, 
threatens Taiwan with invasion, goes out its 
way to antagonise Japan, and, despite a de- 
sire to modernise the economy, still asserts 
the guiding role of the Communist Party, 
the most genocidal political party in man’s 
history. China may be some way off from 
being the same kind of threat once posed by 
the Soviet empire but that can only be a mat- 
ter of time. China makes no secret of her 
ambitions in the Far East, the long-term aim 
being to become the dominant power in the 
Pacific region. Is this really something that 
Britain, let alone the US, can ignore? 

Chinese defence planning and spending 
are not three-dimensional. China's regional 
ambitions where the two main rivals are 
Japan and the US mean that a large and so- 
phisticated presence in space is essential. 
Such a presence, especially if it includes, or 
will eventually include, space-based weapon 
systems, means that China’s capacity to apply 
military pressure will become truly global. Is 
this something that British defence planning 
and spending can ignore? True, this threat is 
not yet extant, but its time will come. Now is 
the time to start planning how to deal with 
it. This means close co-operation with the 
United States. 

Robinson argues, and it is difficult to 
disagree with him, that defence planning 
should be based on the identification of a 
threat. 

This is a formidable hurdle for his op- 
ponents to overcome. But let me try. What 
would happen were China some time in 
this century to invade Australia and New 
Zealand or to engage in the sort of periodic 
sabre-rattling that is aimed at Taiwan? This 
would pose no direct threat to the interests 
of Britain, but would we do nothing? I sus- 
pect that the ties of race, history and kin 
would assert themselves and that we would 
make every effort to assist our friends and 


relatives down under. Those two aircraft 
carriers which Robinson thinks are a waste 
of money would be rather useful. 

Two lacunae in Robinson's analysis are 
immediately apparent. He has nothing to 
say about strategic information warfare 
(SIW) and electronic intelligence gathering. 
Are these to be considered part of Britain's 
defence budget and if yes, are they to be 
reduced as the means to act on the intelli- 
gence is reduced? Surely not. As Robinson 
acknowledges in his discussion of coun- 
ter-insurgency, intelligence is the key to 
defeating the enemy. But what is the point 
of possessing good intelligence if the men 
and means are lacking (or the political will) 
to act on it are absent? 

Despite the many serious points made 
by the author in Doing Less with Less, I sus- 
pect that the reality is such that the British 
Armed Forces will continue to be called on 
to do more with what they have got. Has it 
not always been so? 

Frank Ellis is lecturer in Russian at the 

University of Leeds, and a former soldier 

in both the Parachute Regiment and the 

Special Air Service © Frank Ellis 


The Strange Death of 
Tory England 


Geoffrey Wheatcroft, Penguin, London, 
pb, 336 pps, £8.99 


Reviewed by Angela Ellis-Jones 


In The Strange Death of Liberal England 
(1935), George Dangerfield sought to ex- 
plain how the Liberal Party, which had 
gained a landslide electoral victory in 1906, 
had by the 1920s been reduced to a shadow 
of its former self. In The Strange Death of 
Socialist Britain (1992), Patrick Cosgrave 
showed how the ideas motivating the Attlee 
government had been reduced to political 
irrelevance within little more than a genera- 
tion. In The Strange Death of Tory England, 
Geoffrey Wheatcroft explains some of the 
factors behind the decline of yet another po- 
litical outlook that appeared, in its heyday, 
to be indestructible. 

The author begins the story at the time 
of the 1963 leadership battle: “the moment 
from which so many later events — and so 
many later difficulties - would flow”. That 
was the first time the class war within the 
Conservative ranks was brought out into the 
open. There were two factions, “one of them 
upholding the old regime ideals of privilege 
through service and lineage and the virtues 
of an hereditary governing class, the other, of 
the contrary cause of the carriere ouverte aux 
talentes (sic) and of worth proved by ability 
rather than rank or connection” Although in 
1963 the ancien regime remained in place, it 
was not long before meritocracy in the form 
first of Heath, then of Thatcher, came to 
the fore. In the events of 1963, Wheatcroft 
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sees “the germs of the Tories’ story for the 
next forty years. What was the party’s pur- 
pose, who should lead it, and on behalf of 
whom?” 

After relating the history of the party 
in the 20th Century, Wheatcroft in his final 
chapter gives several explanations for the 
death of Tory England. Just as Dangerfield 
suggested that by achieving their great vic- 
tories of 1911-4, by taming the House of 
Lords, passing Lloyd George's “people’s bud- 
get’, and enacting Home Rule despite the 
Unionists, the Liberals had won everything 
they wanted, had exhausted themselves and 
lost their raison detre, Wheatcroft argues 
that when the Conservatives had put the 
unions in their place at home and seen off 
the Soviet threat abroad, they no longer had 
a raison detre. He recognises that “Both in 
academic discourse and in practical politics, 
class conflict has been superseded by ‘culture 
wars’; the right has won politically while the 
left has won culturally” (p271). 

However, these remarks do not form 
part of a more wide-ranging and rigorous 
analysis. The reason why this author could 
not provide such an analysis is that he has 
very little understanding of the real nature 
of the cultural forces in question. This is im- 
mediately apparent when he assumes Blair 
to be Rightwing, simply because he espouses 
the market economy, and describes him as “a 
man without a libertarian bone in his body”. 
On the contrary, Blair is the most libertarian 
Prime Minister Britain has ever had, preci- 
sely because he embodies the values of what 
in the 1960s was the counterculture but is 
now mainstream. No previous government 
has done so much to encourage teenage sex, 
drinking and drug-taking, to such an extent 
that Britain faces a serious public health cri- 
sis on these fronts. However, one can agree 
with Wheatcroft in thinking that “Blair’s as- 
cent was absolutely central to the demise of 
Tory England” (p213). 

But that is because Blair mirrored what 
England had become. But how? Wheatcroft 
talks about how the chattering classes snee- 
red at Margaret Thatcher, but fails to see 
that they were merely the tip of the iceberg 
of cultural propaganda against conservative 
values that had started in the 1960s when 
the Left, heavily influenced by Gramscian 
ideas of hegemony, had started its “long 
march through the institutions” — especially 
the BBC, the schools and the universities. 
Instead of applauding the circle of Right- 
wing intellectuals who surrounded Marga- 
ret Thatcher for their perspicacity in seeing 
that the ideas of the Left must be matched by 
the ideas of the Right, he ineptly sees them 
as playing an important part in the story of 
decline! He lambasts the Daily Telegraph for 
its critical stance towards the Major govern- 
ment, without seeing that it was motivated 
by an attachment to genuinely conservative 
values which was sadly lacking in the social- 
democratic, | Major-precursor-of-Blair 
government. 


Nor does he see an important part of 
this cultural change as being the decline of 
middle-class values in society, and the role 
of comprehensive education in this. This is a 
startling omission from a book which deals 
with a political creed that was held to be in- 
tegrally connected with the middle classes. 
The death of (politically) Tory England has 
occurred precisely because of the death of 
(morally) conservative England. 

Wheatcroft also reminds us that the 
Conservatives were electorally successful in 
a century which, because of mass democra- 
cy, should have belonged to the Left. This is 
partly because, after 1945, they abandoned 
many of their principles to gain electoral 
popularity. But he doesn’t seem to see that 
the Conservative collapse came when the 
implications of mass democracy were final- 
ly becoming clear. Once Britain had shed 
its habits of deference which lasted into the 
1960s, and become radically egalitarian, the 
writing was indeed on the wall for the Tories. 
The party enjoyed an Indian summer of suc- 
cess in the 1980s because of the need to sort 
out the trade unions and the Soviet threat, 
and the weakness of the opposition. But any 
perceptive observer would have been struck 
by the mismatch between Thatcher's socially 
conservative values and those of the country 
she governed. 

The author informs us that a party cal- 
ling itself Tory has existed for more than 300 
years. He does not advert to the fact that this 
would place its origin around the time of the 
glorious revolution of 1688, which is taken 
as the foundation of Britain’s constitutional 
settlement. But that settlement, premised on 
the sovereignty of Parliament, was superse- 
ded with entry into Europe. The Tory party 
has always been the party of the nation, and 
with Britain’s takeover (ironically initiated 
by the Tories themselves) by a foreign po- 
wer and dismemberment there is no longer 
a role for such a party. 

One last thought; the “strange death” for- 
mat seems to have become rather overused. 
Whatever may be the case with liberalism 
and socialism, in the case of Toryism, once 
all the facts are properly assembled, there 
does not seem to be anything particularly 
strange about it at all; rather, in terms of its 
multiple causes, it is overdetermined. 


Angela Ellis-Jones is a contributing editor 
to Right Now 


A Declaration and 
Philosophy of Progressive 


Nationalism 


Graham Williamson and T P Bragg, 
Livable Nation, Hornchurch, pb, 
unpaginated, £3 

Reviewed by Allan Pond 

This is an interesting, and long overdue 
attempt to fuse dark green and national- 
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ist ideas. Greens have tended to espouse a 
‘one world’ approach that has downplayed 
or even denied the importance of national 
identity, while nationalists have often simply 
focussed narrowly on preserving sovereign- 
ty ignoring either environmental or social 
well-being. It’s time, these authors argue, for 
a new progressive nationalism that resolves 
this contradiction and places the natural 
environment at the heart of the nationalist 
cause. 

It also represents a departure from the 
usual format of the political pamphlet since 
it deals not just with a set of institutional 
changes that might be needed (set out by 
Graham Williamson in part one) but also 
provides a much more meditative philo- 
sophical and even poetic underpinning to 
the argument than one is normally used to 
in pamphlets of this kind (T P Bragg’s con- 
tribution in part two). Left and Right brains 
both need to be engaged when reading it 
therefore, and some of the ideas are buried 
deep down and only fully reveal themselves 
after repeated reading. But it’s well worth the 
effort. 

It would violate the authors’ intentions 
to see this as a polished finished work. It’s 
more an invitation to a folk moot discussion 
where many other hands will be required to 
help develop the ideas. And the combina- 
tion of intellect and feeling that weaves its 
way through this pamphlet precisely reflects 
the nature of our own many-sided relation- 
ship with nature and nation. What these 
authors grasp both intellectually and intui- 
tively is the intimate connection between a 
sense of nationhood and an appreciation of 
landscape and the natural habitat and how 
damage to one also damages the other. 

. This intimate weaving together of na- 
tional and ecological feeling underpins the 
practical and passionate engagements of 
millions of people in their direct relation 
with the countryside. Walking, gardening, 
bird watching, tending the allotment, are 
pastimes that retain a tremendous hold over 
many. The membership of single organisa- 
tions such as the National Trust or the RSPB 
dwarf that of all political parties combined. 
For increasing numbers of people, the most 
important issue in their lives is right liveli- 
hood with nature that is manifested in daily, 
small-scale, local, practical actions to con- 
serve and preserve, protect and nurture. 

‘The political system has failed to engage 
many of the people simply because it does 
not address the issues that are fundamental 
to our future. All the existing political belief 
systems and their parties only see the envi- 
ronment as a bolt-on to a set of pre-existing 
assumptions about the superiority of our 
present unsustainable growth mania. We are 
hearing a lot at the moment about Islamic 
fundamentalism and how it threatens our 
way of life, but that other fundamentalism 
of the free market is in its own way just as 
fatal to our future. Some see the small com- 
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munity as the best hope of resisting this 
homogenisation of the world, while others 
look to revive forms of anarchist or social- 
ist ideology instead. But it is the nation, as 
the authors of this pamphlet clearly recog- 
nise, that is the social and cultural unit best 
placed from which to launch a resistance 
movement against the nascent new world 
capitalist order since it is just the right size 
itself to be able to stand up to and control 
those institutions that by their actions are 
undermining both national and environ- 
mental survival. Small communities still 
need the nation to protect them. 

So a green nationalism is what is needed. 
My one quibble with this thought-provok- 
ing and inspiring pamphlet is with the title. 
Why didn't they just call it ‘green national- 
ism’ and avoid the unfortunate connotations 
that the term ‘progressive’ conjures up? It 
was, I suppose, so that they could distance 
themselves from the Neanderthal Right and 
those who would make skin colour the be- 
all and end-all of community. The authors 
reject this approach. They also, necessarily, 
reject a simplistic ‘multiculturalism’ beloved 
of so many ‘greens, precisely on ecological 
as well as social cohesion grounds. Diversity 
of human cultures and natural habitats is es- 
sential and a sign of health but any one eco- 
system (read nation) cannot be too diverse 
since it loses all sense of commonality and 
eventually will succumb to other, stronger 
and more cohesive systems. Unfortunately 
the Neanderthal Left is still likely to misun- 
derstand the subtleties of this argument so 
the authors’ fastidiousness will have been 
wasted. Better to call a spade a spade in my 
view and use it to start opening up a debate 
about where nationalism in general and in 
particular our own English branch is head- 
ing. This pamphlet is a very good beginning 
to that debate. 
® Copies of the booklet may be obtained 
from Liveable Nation, PO Box 4217, Horn- 
church, Essex, RM12 4PJ. Cheques should 
be made payable to G Williamson. For in- 
formation on TP Bragg’s novels either go to 
http://www.altculture.org/blackcat/black- 
cat.html or search Amazon (typing in “Tim 
Bragg’) 

Allan Pond is a lecturer in a further 
education college, a regular 
contributor to Steadfast, and a former 
member of the Green Party 


Tackling Militant Racism 


Peter Jepson, Ashgate, Aldershot, 2003, 
hb, 256 pps, £50 


Reviewed by “Roger Jolly” 


Jepson, a law lecturer, is particularly con- 
cerned with messages and texts which 
create racial hatred: based on identifying 
visible difference. But much ‘racist mate- 
rial’ seeks to identify, for instance, the high 
crime rate within particular communities, 


or the proclamation of ethnic pride which 
has nothing to do with hatred but of patri- 
otism. Jepson sheds a searchlight on this 
heart of darkness. 

He does not clarify that ‘racism; like the 
term ‘unlawful combatant; in its ordinary 
usage has no legal meaning. This is the 
strange paradox about defendants in race- 
related cases claiming ‘I am not a racist’ — 
they are not legally being accused of being 
racist. Tackling Militant Racism underlines 
the insidious reversal of the burden of proof 
at a social and legal level. 

The author does not tell us that the Race 
Relations Acts of 1965 and 1976, promoted 
by Antony Lester QC and the late Hamza 
Alavi, were ostensibly based on human 
rights principles. Supporters such as Geof- 
frey Bindman and Benedict Birnberg also 
succeeded in legislation on other directly 
discriminatory practices. Such legislation 
may be denying human rights to others. 

The book is written for the non-legal 
practitioner and details the varying forms 
of allegedly racist behaviour. The difference 
between racial motivation and racial aggra- 
vation is clearly laid out. 

The Race Relations Acts banned mate- 
rial which was likely to stir up racial hatred. 
So for example a leaflet which said ‘deport 
black rapists’ could be inflammatory if it 
suggested that only blacks were rapists or 
that all rapists were black. Quite clearly 
that is not true. But if it highlighted the 
disproportionate level of black crime then 
it would be true. A leaflet which advocated 
the deportation of all foreign criminals 
would be perfectly OK, provided it was 
clear that it was on the basis of crimes 
committed, not just their nationality. But 
the fear which race relations legislation has 
created is testimony to its real purpose. 

There have been very few Crown Pros- 
ecution Service prosecutions and only 22 
convictions; resources devoted to this issue 
are totally disproportionate. The argument 
that it is precisely the focus which has 
stopped such cases is manifestly untrue, as 
there were very few instances even before 
the legislation. 

A chapter deals with the fraught issue 
of religious hatred, as opposed to criticism 
of religion. Under the anomalous progres- 
sion of case law, Sikhs and Jews, who ofh- 
cially also constitute an ethnic group, are 
protected while Muslims and Odinists (to 
give a random example) are not. 

Jepson is particularly concerned about 
the effect of material on immature minds 
but realises that the heavy-handed legal 
system may not be the best way of dealing 
with overtly racist material. So this will be 
a useful tool against preachers of hatred 
such as Abu Hamza and producers of the 
‘Dirty Kuffar’ video who have not been 
prosecuted, as well as those who called for 
the death of Salman Rushdie. 

Jepson implies that such racism is only 
directed at visible minorities by the ‘major- 


ity. This is false. Many unpublicised cases 
have been between different ethnic minori- 
ties such as in Lozells. 

His solution are legal/mandatory ‘coun- 
ter-messages’ to protect free speech while 
restraining hatred. But since this has not 
occurred anywhere it is only hypothetical. 
By way of illustration, the health warn- 
ing ‘tobacco kills’ is a counter-message, 
although a large body of smokers cheerfully 
ignore it. In practice, it also affects passive 
smokers and the NHS but it is the indi- 
vidual who decides to have a smoke. The 
recipient of ‘race hate’ material may or may 
not choose to receive it. Holocaust-denial 
material is distressing to relatives of survi- 
vors. Would a counter-message also detail 
the fact that other genocides, such as the 
Armenian, were also being denied? Jepson 
lists the present laws, but does not clarify 
whether his counter-messages would be an 
addition or alternative. 

The fundamental objection to his pro- 
posal is that it would require an intervening 
authority to regulate the flow of ideas and 
to define legitimate debate. It would inevi- 
tably give too much power to unaccount- 
able politicians or bureaucrats/individuals 
or bodies like the CRE which would be the 
sole authority to define ‘militant racism. 
(The CRE is the only advertiser which is 
required to submit its proposed ads to the 
Advertising Standards Authority for clear- 
ance, a little known fact mentioned by Jep- 
son.) It also revolves around the definition, 
or rather non-definition, of what consti- 
tutes ‘hate crime. Such restrictions are not 
enforced on minority groups who indulge in 
multiple forms of whipping up antagonism, 
or hate, against other groups. The weakness 
of the book is the lack of actual cases which 
would better illustrate the subjective nature 
of race law, markedly worse since the pub- 
lication of the Macpherson Report, which 
has led to increasing acceptance of subjec- 
tivity as the basis of legal practice and legal 
decision. Most of the cases cited are from a 
small geographical area, and so may not be 
representative. 

The other main weakness is the lack 
of comparison between actual law and the 
custom and practice which either precedes 
it or results from it. Although there is a 
constant reference in public discourse to 
‘no tolerance for racism, the reality is that 
the concept is tied to particular sensitivity 
towards minorities in order to avoid ‘rac- 
ism. Jepson does not make clear that rac- 
ism can be directed against anybody, not 
necessarily at a minority. Readers can draw 
their own conclusions. Yet there have been 
no campaigns by conservatives to deal with 
such issues. 

The law isa tool for fighting back against 
those who may be displaying anti-white 
racism. Get a copy while you can (www. 
peterjepson.com). 


‘Roger Jolly’ is the pseudonym of a 
member of the Labour Party 
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Like the Roman 


HE ROMAN 


The Life 
of Enoch 
Powell 


by Simon simot 
Heffer. 

Enoch Powell was one of the most loved 
- and hated — of modern British politicians. 
His was a life whose range and emotional 
intensity are still barely understood. This 
massive, definitive biography is the only 
one for which Powell specifically granted 
interviews, and is the first to draw on his 
private archive. 1,024pp, pb, illustrated. 
UK Price: £12.95, inc. p&p. (Was £16.95) 


Overseas customers add £2.50 (sent surface mail) 


@ Please send me copies 
Standardbearers 
British Roots of the New Right 
A splendid collection of essays on twenty 
people — writers, visionaries and statesmen 
- who helped to shape the modern British 

radical Right. 176pp, pb. 


UK Price: £8.95, inc. p&p. 


Overseas customers please add £1.00 


@ Please send me copies 


The Camp of the Saints 
by Jean Raspail 
The latest authorised English-language 
edition of Raspail’s prophetic novel about 
the consequences of unlimited immigration: 
the destruction of Europe. 316pp, pb. 
UK Price: £10.00, inc. p&p. 


Overseas customers please add £1.00 


H Please send me 


copies 


Political Correctness and 


the Theoretical Struggle 

by Frank Ellis 

Academic and outspoken writer Frank Ellis 

traces the roots of political correctness in 

Bolshevism, in a coruscating book packed 

with original research and fascinating 

insights. 86pps, pb, illustrated. 

UK price: £10.00 inc p&p. 


Overseas customers please add £1.00 


@ Please send me copies 


To obtain these books enter the 
quantity required in the appropriate 
box above, and complete the form to 
the right. 
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“How few men are 


strong enough to stand 
against the prevailing 
currents of opinion ... 
Be prepared to stand up 
faithfully for Right and 
Truth, however the wind 
may blow”. 


Winston Churchill 


THERE /S AN ALTERNATIVE 


You can always tell when Tony Blair is lying, because 
his lips move. So when he says that he wants a review 
of the need for nuclear power you know that what he 
really means is that he has made up his mind, and 
now wants to persuade the public that there is no 
alternative if we are to keep the lights on. This is, of 
course, as with everything else he says, utter rubbish. 

Now, it is certainly true that we are facing an 
energy crisis in the near future unless urgent action 
is taken ‘right now’ (to coin a phrase). An increasing 
population and a (slowly) growing economy mean 
that demand for energy is growing, but the supply will 
soon start falling. In terms of electricity, the majority 
of our existing nuclear power stations are due to be 
decommissioned over the next few years, reducing 
the output of nuclear-generated electricity from 
. around 20% of our total requirement to only 
4%. In addition, around half our coal-burning 
stations are also due to close, as these are old, 

polluting and inefficient. This will inevitably 
create a major electricity shortfall, which is 
currently set to be filled by gas-burning power 
stations. The problem is that the production 
of North Sea gas is in decline (and has been 
since 2000) and the UK is now a net importer 
of gas. Furthermore, several of the areas 
we import from (Russia, North Africa 
and the Middle East) are inherently 
unstable, and it is therefore unwise to 
be overly dependent on them. 
But do we need nuclear energy? 
No. Let me be clear at this stage 
that my opposition is based 
entirely on pragmatism. I have 
no doubt whatever that we are 
more than capable of building 
and operating perfectly safe nuclear 
power stations. I don’t run screaming 
from the room at the thought of safe 
nuclear power stations. 

I do, however, look at the 
practicalities and I see a number of 

things: first, not having our own source of 

uranium means that nuclear power would not make us 

self-sufficient and independent. Uranium is, of course, 

a finite resource, and while fast-breeder reactors can 

produce their own fuel, you still need raw material to 

VW begin with. If self-sufficiency is not important to you, 

then consider the cost of decommissioning nuclear 

power stations along with the storage costs for the 

spent fuel. These make nuclear power prohibitively 
expensive in the long-term. 

Only last April the government created the Nuclear 
Decommissioning Agency to clear up all the spent fuel 
and other irradiated waste which had been left behind 
by the previous nuclear power stations. And the cost 
of clearing up all this foul and dangerous detritus? A 
snip at £60 billion. This is in addition to the billions 
of pounds of subsidies which the nuclear industry has 
already received. The reason no new nuclear power 
stations have been built in recent years is purely 
economic - they are a financial black hole. That is 
why the last major government review into Britain's 
energy policy concluded only a couple of years ago 
that nuclear power was not the right solution, and 
recommended instead an increase in energy efficiency 
and alternative energy. So it comes as no surprise 
that, according to leaked documents published in 
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the Sunday Times, Sir David King (Tony Blair’s chief 
scientific adviser) has suggested that there should be a 
special levy on everyone’ fuel bills (including yours) to 
subsidise private nuclear power stations — or else they 
would be completely uncompetitive and would never 
be built. Obviously then nuclear energy is not cheap, 
so if we are to pick power sources on other than simply 
economic grounds, why not look at the alternatives? 

The conclusions of the previous energy review 
were right then and remain right now. Consider energy 
efficiency for instance. Britain currently wastes more 
than half the electricity it produces. The government 
should be investing in cutting edge research and 
development. Carbon nanotubes, for instance, can 
transmit electricity with no loss of power. Inefficient 
homes and businesses waste another 15%. Solutions 
here are more prosaic: 10m homes, for instance, waste 
25% of their fuel bills due to a lack of cavity wall 
insulation, wasting £700m per year. 

Even with greater efficiency, we would need to 
produce more electricity, but natural, renewable 
resources are more than enough. The Severn estuary, 
for instance, could produce enough electricity from 
tidal power to supply 7% of the UK’s needs. Using 
other good locations could provide us with a third of 
our electricity from tidal power. Wind energy is also 
worth utilising. Although I do not support land-based 
turbines, off-shore turbines would be very effective. 
Only 2,500 of these could easily supply 10% of our 
entire electricity requirement, and recent studies 
have shown that wind energy is constant throughout 
Britain as a whole, and blows harder in winter when 
demand is greatest. Or consider wave energy. Just 1% 
of the UK’s sea area would be sufficient to provide our 
entire electricity needs. Or how about burning the 
non-recyclable waste which is currently (expensively) 
buried in huge, unsightly landfill sites? This would 
generate 15% of our electricity requirements. Solar 
energy, unfortunately, is weakest in winter (and at 
night!) and is thus not an adequate source of power 
on its own, but would be a good supplement which 
will shortly become much cheaper with the advent of 
nano-produced solar cells. 

Renewable energy is more than sufficient to 
replace all our current power stations. Not only would 
using this energy make us self-sufficient in electricity 
generation, but it would also satisfy all the greenhouse- 
gases reducing targets which the government has; 
(whether these are right or sensible is a matter for 
another article). Being an island gives Britain unique 
advantages in terms of the supply of renewable energy. 
We could easily become an exporter of clean, green, 
electricity, but instead the government seems intent on 
putting all its eggs into the expensive dead-end that is 
nuclear power. What a waste. 


THE DISAPPEARING TORY PARTY 


The Tories have always enjoyed a good leadership 
election campaign. For one thing, it ensures that they 
get plenty of media coverage, which gives them the 
illusion that they are still important, and for another 
it is the only election where they can be confident that 
the winner will actually be a Conservative. Until now, 
it seems. For surely no-one can really claim that little 
David is a Conservative. 

But he was, after all, elected by the members, 
so maybe a better question would be ‘what is the 
definition of a Conservative nowadays?’ Who knows? 
He certainly isn't someone who wants to conserve 
anything of our culture, our history or our traditional 
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way of life. This steady abandonment of traditional 
Conservatism (along with everything else traditional) 
has been going on for some time in the Tory party, and 
this may be the reason for the most interesting fact 
arising out of little David's election. 

At the last Tory leadership election (you must 
remember, they elected Mr Charisma himself, IDS) 
the total number of party members who voted was 
256,797. This time, however, the combined vote of the 
two Davids was only 198,844. Given the importance of 
these elections we can safely assume that the Tory party 
has shed a fifth of its members in only four years. 

This astonishing rate of shrinkage is due not only 
to so many decent, patriotic party members seeing the 
light and jumping ship, but also to the fact that the party 
is, quite literally, dying out. The party is mainly made 
up of elderly people too infirm to leaflet or canvass, and 
too set in their ways to leave. As they depart for that far 
better place, they are not being replaced, and thus the 
party is disappearing fast. This is to be welcomed. The 
Tory party has always been the biggest roadblock to 
the emergence of a real patriotic party, and the sooner 
the Tories make way for a party that will tackle the real 
problems facing Britain the better. 

Cameron will assist them on their way to 
oblivion. He is currently the darling of the Tory press, 
experiencing a honeymoon, as was only to be expected. 
This won't last. As he turns out to be ill-equipped 
to lead a group of Cub Scouts, let alone the official 
opposition, the press will round on him, his party 
will become fractious, and the inexorable decline will 
resume. Cameron, remember, was a special adviser 
to Norman Lamont at the time of “Black Wednesday’ 
and the ERM disaster which destroyed the Tories’ 
reputation for economic competence. With that sort 
of ‘special advice’ the Tory party will go far. 

Following this resounding triumph he went on to 
become a special adviser to Michael Howard when 
he was the Home Secretary. Although Cameron's role 
there is not entirely clear, given Howard's reputation in 
the Home Office it doesn't seem likely that little David 
covered himself in glory. In fact, all the chap seems to 
have done successfully is be a PR man to a television 
company. Just the sort of experience in spin which 
Britain is crying out for ... 

Cameron's performance in his first Question 
Time was typical of the man. Initially successful 
presentationally with a few pre-prepared sound bites, 
he soon faltered when it came to details. He thinks he 
is oh-so-clever in promising to support Tony Blair’s 
school reforms, thinking that this will aggravate 
Blair’s problems with his backbenchers. In truth the 
problems will also be Cameron’s. He will now either 
have to support half-baked school reforms which will 
not work and for which the Tories will earn themselves 
part of the blame, or else he will have to vote against 
them and give everyone the impression the Tories 
cannot be trusted as they have broken their word. 
Furthermore, it is far from likely that all Tory MPs will 
obey little David's instructions, reinforcing the Tories’ 
image as a party split from head to foot. 

Or consider his campaign pledge to pull the Tory 
MEPs out of the federalist European Peoples’ Party 
grouping. This has run into objections from some 
Euro-fanatic Conservative MEPs and seems therefore 
to have been quietly dropped. Oh well, as one who 
will be only too happy when the entire Tory party is 
no more than a footnote in history I can watch them 
immolate themselves and enjoy the spectacle. 


HELLO, FASCISM - 
GOODBYE, FREEDOM 


Does anyone still believe in the fantasy that Britain is 
a democratic country with freedom of speech? This is 
one of those delusions which politicians are desperate 
to perpetuate in order to keep the populace quiet and 
compliant. The truth, however, is far more depressing 
and chilling. Democracy and freedom of speech are 
merely archaic, historical memories, and no more 
represent the reality of modern Britain than does 
Dixon of Dock Green. 

How can Britain be considered a democracy 
when the Labour government has a huge majority in 
parliament and yet was elected by no more than a fifth 
of the electorate? This is a perversion, a mockery, of 
genuine democracy. And as for freedom of speech, 
that too no longer exists. 

Consider these examples: a woman who went to 
the Cenotaph, close to Downing Street and where 
Britain’s fallen soldiers are traditionally remembered, 
read aloud the names of the 97 British soldiers who 
have died in Iraq and was promptly arrested by twelve 
policemen under the Serious Organised Crime and 
Police Act 2005! You might think the police made a 
serious mistake, but in fact she was convicted of an 
unauthorised demonstration. So now you know: it is a 
crime to remember Britain’s war dead at the Cenotaph 
— unless, of course, you are a two-faced traitor like 
Tony Blair who revels in the power of sending British 
soldiers to die in Iraq and then hypocritically pretends 
to honour our soldiers on Remembrance Day. 

Or consider the case of the man who was convicted 
for hanging a protest banner on his own house! Or the 
octogenarian heckler who, after being violently thrown 
out of the Labour party conference for shouting 
“nonsense” (which, while grossly excessive, was within 
the rights of the organisers) was then arrested under the 
Terrorism Act 2000! The Terrorism Act is increasingly 
being used to stop and search peaceful protesters, and 
even to arrest people for wearing anti-Blair T-shirts. 

I have said before that the police are now a 
Gestapo, the political police oppressors of the fascist 
Labour government. Instead of being concerned 
with reducing real crimes, their priority is ‘hate’ (or 
thought) crimes. Lynette Burrows, the well-known 
writer and broadcaster on family and children’s 
matters, was recently contacted by the police after 
saying, on a radio programme, that she thought it 
was inappropriate for two homosexual men to adopt 
a young boy. Apparently a listener thought this was 
‘homophobic and complained to the police who, while 
they acknowledged that no crime had been committed, 
nevertheless insisted on wasting their time harassing 
Mrs Burrows. A police spokesman confirmed that it is 
standard practice for all parties to be spoken to when 
a thought crime is committed, even if the incident is 
not a crime. “It is all about reassuring the community’, 
the spokesman said. Well, J am not reassured to know 
that the police are harassing decent people instead of 
going after burglars, muggers, and car thieves. The 
Metropolitan Police has over 500 policemen in its 
‘Community Safety Units, wasting their time harassing 
people for merely expressing a view that some freak 
considers ‘racist; ‘sexist’ or ‘homophobic. 

No, we do not have a free or democratic country 
and the sooner people wake up to this, the sooner we 
will rise up and throw off the yoke of oppression under 
which we are suffering. 


“Does anyone still 
believe that Britain is 
a democratic country 

with freedom of 
speech? Awoman 
who went to the 
Cenotaph, and read 
aloud the names of 
the 97 British soldiers 
who have died in 
Iraq was promptly 
arrested by twelve 
policemen under the 
Serious Organised 
Crime and Police Act 
2005” 


John Bull can be 
contacted at 
johnbull@ 
englandmail.com 
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Sir, 
I agree with John Bull’s rejection 
of the term ‘Rightwing’ (RN54). 
It is important to grasp that both 
are terms of the revolution. The 
Cavaliers were not ‘Rightwing’ 
to the Roundheads’ ‘Leftwing’; 
they were monarchists, who 
stood for the nation rooted 
through time. The ‘Right’ in this 
episode were the Cromwellians 
and the ‘Left’ the Levellers. 
The Confederated States of 
America were not the ‘Right’ 
and the Unionists the ‘Left’ - the 
Confederacy stood for a return 
to the roots of the confederate 
character of the Constitution. 
There are plenty of other 
examples. It has been one of 
the successes of the revolution 
to dialectize the situation - to 
create a ‘War Party’ and a ‘Peace 
Party. You pays your money and 
you takes your choice — between 
ultimate identities! 

Anthony Cooney 

Liverpool 


Sir, 

The ludicrous conceit by the 
liberal educational establishment 
that all academic subjects 
properly taught naturally lead to 
their own world view has turned 
every subject into the same 
lesson. 

Maths is no longer about 
counting, but about how you 
think as you count. Language is 
not about spelling and grammar, 
but about thinking how to avoid 
certain words. Geography is not 
about maps, but about thinking 
about our responsibilty to the 
ecology of the world. Sport is 
not about competing, but about 
racism. Music is not about 
Bach, but about inclusiveness. 
Science is not about the truth, 
but contradicting any vestige of 
Christian belief. 

I have recently started a 
job in a Plymouth Brethren 
school. It has been a most 
revealing experience in a long 
teaching career. The secondary 
children are like children were 
40 years ago. They are biddable, 
interested in things, full of 
energy, slim and rather smartly 
turned out. They do have some 
serious disadvantages though! 
Mothers stay at home and do not 
go out to work. Their social life 
is built round religious meetings. 
There are no televisions in the 
home. Each Friday afternoon, 
my Year 10 class goes downstairs 


brought together.” 


"It is by benefit of letters that 
absent friends are, in a manner, 


Write to: The Editor, Right NOW! 
Box 361, 78 Marylebone High Street, London, W1U 5AP. 
or e-mail: letters@right-now.org 
8 The editor regrets that he cannot answer all correspondence | 


singing hymns in four parts. 
These children are the product 
of non-liberal views and are a 
joy to be with. Ofsted were very 
impressed at how far this new 
school had advanced in the ten 
weeks that it had been open. 
Maybe faith schools will save 
our work force; there is more 
than a glimmer of hope here. 
Frances Howard, 
Salisbury 


Sir, 

I was disgusted to note 
preparations for the installation 
of a brand-new, stupidly 
unreasonable 50mph limit to 
replace the eminently sensible, 
national open-road single- 
carriageway 60mph limit on the 
Norwich—Lowestoft A146. 
This latest assault on the 
freedom of traffic to move 
without let or hindrance on 
the Queen's highway was 

only too typical of the poor 
advice and lack of expertise 

so demonstrably taken as 
intelligent by local authorities 
and police forces paying 

far more regard to such 
deadly inexpertise than the 
professionally capable advice 
so obviously superior from 
many of their own staff and 
employees. 

At least one Suffolk County 
councillor is making a stand 
against permanency of the 
50mph limit. His reasons are 
that the 50mph limit is causing 
precisely the same problems 
as were reported during the 
oil shortage in the 1970s: 
whereas a 60mph speed limit 
on open major roads usually 
led to mainly contented drivers 
keeping sensible stopping- 
distances apart, the 50mph limit 
inevitably resulted in impatient 
bunching, tailgating due to 
frustration, and the kind of 


desperately unsafe over-taking 
caused by road rage directed 
at the driver in front, himself 
usually an unwilling victim of 
officialdom gone overboard 
with slower speed limits at the 
behest of the largely inexpert. 

It should never be forgotten 
that, before Suffolk decided 
largely to displace adequate 
numbers of Home Office 
Police Class One traffic officers 
— capable of apprehending really 
dangerous drivers, or giving 
timely warning where lapses of 
good driving were minor or just 
technical - with a proliferation 
of speed cameras, the annual 
rate of killed and seriously 
injured was steadily declining. 
Now in most areas of the 
United Kingdom, with speed 
cameras mistakenly regarded 
by authority as more essential 
than good traffic policing, the 
figures of killed and seriously 
injured conveniently are lumped 
together to give a misleading 
picture to the general public. 

Alan H Dale, 
The Sensible Speeds Initiative, 
Norwich 


Sir, 

Ali Dizaei, a chief super- 
intendent, has said that racism 
within the Scottish police is 
hampering efforts to weed out 
potential terrorists. What an 
insult to our police officers. 

He wants more black and 
Asian officers in the force, 
although previous campaigns 
to do this have not attracted 
the required numbers. 

Is he proposing positive 
discrimination, which is illegal? 
Mr Dizaei was one of the 

speakers at a conference, ‘A 
Force For Change, organised by 
Semper Scotland which seeks 
to promote racial equality in 
the Scottish police service — 


a vested interest here and, of 
course, funded by the taxpayer. 
But wait a minute. Mr Dizaei is 
a member of the National Black 
Police Association (NBPA) 
so how can he allege racism 
when he himself chooses to be 
separate from his white officers? 
Think of the outcry from the 
politically correct lobby and 
their hangers-on if there was a 
move to set up a National White 
Police Association. 
Maybe that is the answer 
to Mr Dizaei’s allegations or, 
even better, perhaps a white 
officer should apply to join 
the National Black Officers 
Association. 
Clark Cross, 
Linlithgow 


Sir, 

I anathematize the proposed 
law against religious hatred as 
an abomination, because of 
its vagueness, and consequent 
openness to abuse by the 
authorities as a tool of 
repression. 

I also condemn the existing 
law against incitement to racial 
hatred. This is, I suggest, like 
the Religious Hatred Bill itself, 
directed against what George 
Orwell called ‘thoughtcrime’ 
For what is hatred, after all: 
simply dislike, ill-will, and 
so, if dislike and ill-will in 
themselves are not crimes, why 
should their incitement be a 
criminal offence? We already 
have laws which can be used to 
punish incitement to commit 
genuine crimes, but why should 
anyone be punished for inciting 
a feeling, of dislike or hatred, 
which is non-specific, and 
does not entail any particular 
concrete action, let alone any 
crime? 

Nick Griffin, the Chairman 
of the British National Party, 
and a man of honour and 
integrity, is facing a charge of 
incitement to racial hatred, 

a classic case of a politically 
motivated prosecution. Under 
the law which created this 
offence, enacted in the late 
1960s, and but little used since 
then, the truth is no defence. 
The 1968 Race Relations Act 
then, like our entry into the 
Common Market in 1973, was a 
ticking time bomb. Few people 
had an inkling of their full 
implications till 20 or 30 years 
had passed. 
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A law that seeks to make 
a window into men’s souls, to 
prevent ‘thoughtcrime, and to 
punish men and women for 
thoughts, feelings and beliefs 
is an unjust law. The Protestant 
martyrs — Latimer and Ridley, 


His ‘Rightwing’ rival, David 
Davis, offered the usual sham 
‘conservative’ alternative to the 
rampant liberal-Marxism of 
Labour, which is systematically 
destroying every aspect of 
traditional Britain. Mr Cameron 
tells us honestly what the New 
Tories stand for: “I love this 
country as it is, not as it was” 
(God help us!); he wants to see 
the numbers of ‘white mer in 


to name but two — would have 
understood this only too well. 
As Martin Luther famously said, 
almost 500 years ago, “Here I 
stand, I can do no other”. 
Dr A Emerson 
Chichester, Sussex 


his party reduced; and shows 
the usual priority by promptly 
heading off in support of a 
project for black teenagers. 
Perhaps now, Tory voters 
will stop fooling themselves that 
there is any effective difference 
between the Con/Lab/Lib- 
Sir, Dem policies on offer, and look 
I was delighted to see David around for a real alternative 
Cameron elected as the new — before it really is too late. 
Conservative Party L Stewart, 


leader. Spalding 


A politically incorrect educational 
classic available once more 


and the chee 
| Walter Raleigh 
the Chi ae and he hatha of Elizabeth 
and Essex...But there is also a serious underlying purpose to 
the book. Henrietta Marshall knew all about the importance 
of the institutions of a free society, and explains thoroughly 
why we need to make sure the state cannot imprison people 
without trial, or force them to worship God in a particular way, 
or extract taxes without allowing people a say in the running 
of the country. Now that the teaching of institutional and 
political history is so weak in many schools, Henrietta Marshall's 
message is of vital importance...the new edition of Our Island 
Story represents a return to a way of teaching history that has 
been out of fashion — narrative history, in which children are 
taught that things happened in a certain order”. 

Daily Telegraph readers contributed £25,000 towards the 
cost of the project, and Civitas supporters contributed another 
£10,000. This money has now been committed to providing 
5,000 free copies of Our Island Story for UK primary schools. 
Any UK primary school can request a free copy via the Civitas 
website. For more information ring: Robert Whelan 020 7799 
6677 (office) or 07732 674476 (mobile), or visit the Civitas 
website (www.civitas.org). 


Thursday, 12 January 2006, Swinton Circle/Tough Talking from 
the Right readers’ meeting, Function Room, Counting House, 50 
Cornhill, London EC3, from 7pm. Tickets: £17.50, including free 
glass of wine. Speaker: Nigel Farage, MEP. Subject: “Reclaiming 
our country”. Contact: PO Box 29208, London SE8 3ZU. Telephone: 
0208 691 7495. 


Friday, 27 January 2006, G K Chesterton Society Annual Lecture, 
St Bride’s Institute, Bridewell Hall, just off Fleet Street, London, EC4 
at 12.30pm. Admission is free. The Revd Simon Heans will lecture 
on “Chesterton: the Medieval Historian’. Contact: Revd Simon 
Heans on simon.heans@ntlworld.com; Professor Denis Conlon 
(Chairman of the G K Chesterton Society), 7 Dukeswood, Radfall 
Road, Chestfield, Kent, CT5 3PJ. 


Saturday, 28 January 2006, Solemn Eucharist for King Charles the 
Martyr, St Mary-le-Strand, 11am. Preacher: The Revd Canon Allan 
Maclean, Scottish Chaplain of the RMCU and formerly Provost of 
Oban. Celebrant will be the Bishop of Hertford. It is hoped that the 
Eucharist will be sung to Mozart’s Coronation Mass. 


Tuesday, 7th February 2006, 12.30pm, Freedom Association 
City of London branch meeting, Function Suite, The Counting 
House Pub, 50 Cornhill, London EC3. Speaker: Philip Davies MP, 
Conservative Member for Shipley. Contact: Michael McGough on 
07979 695611 or michael.mcgough@lineone.net . 


Wednesday, 8" February 2006, Royal Stuart Society Annual 
Queen Mary Lecture, Parish Hall, 114 Mount Street, London W1, 
6.30 for 7pm. Admission is free. James Bogle will lecture on “Lord 
Nithsdale’s escape: A Catholic Cavalier at Preston and After’. 
Contact: Membership Department, Royal Stuart Society, PO Box 
13609, London, W4 4GU. 


Tuesday 21st March 2006, 12.30pm, Freedom Association City of 
London branch meeting, Function Suite, The Counting House Pub, 
50 Cornhill, London EC3. Speaker: Howard Flight. Contact: Michael 
McGough on 07979 695611 or michael.mcgough@lineone.net . 


A lasting legacy 


Right Now! aims to recapture our civilisation from the enemies 
of the West. This is a long term project, and requires long term 
commitment from all involved. Central to such long term aims 
is lasting financial support. By remembering Right Now! in your 


will, you can ensure that the magazine can continue to expand 
and advance, even after you have gone. To find out more, 
please: 

Write: Box 361, 78 Marylebone High Street, London, W1U 5AP_ 
Tel: (0845) 6013243 + E-mail:administration@right-now.org 


‘Friends of Right Now!’ 


‘Friends of Right Now!’ recognise the unique position this 
magazine occupies on the Right, as Britain's most articulate 
‘politically incorrect’ journal. But if Right Now! is to become really 
effective it must be more widely read, especially amongst the 
opinion-formers in society. 

This is where ‘Friends of Right Now!’ can help. By pledging to 
support the work of the magazine with regular donations they 
help us to reach an ever-wider audience. If you are interested 
in becoming a Friend, then contact us - without any obligation 
— for more information. 


Writeto:Box361,78MaryleboneHigh Street, London, W1U5AP 
Tel: (0845) 601 3243 ¢ E-mail: administration@right-now.org 
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Ruins to remind us 


Derek Turner finds that crumbling buildings give texture to the countryside 


n the corner of the main road in our vil- 
lage, just before the turn-off down to the 
sea, stands the old Ship Inn. 

Last orders were shouted some time in the 
1950s, since which time it has stood locked 
up and empty, its wooden sash window- 
frames still mostly equipped with rippled 
old glass and held by hand-made nails, some 
old paint still clinging to the door, sycamores 
growing up from the base of the walls, where 
their ‘helicopter’ seeds whirled to a final halt 
in some wind of 20 or 30 years ago. Inside, 
seen through one of the broken panes, there 
is brown-green gloom, a smell of well-risen 
damp, and a Shaker-handsome pine staircase 
leading up into dank darkness. Around are 
smaller outbuildings, containing rusting har- 
rows, bags of animal feed, bits of old cart, and 
old tarpaulins with holes in them. Cattle wan- 
der around the buildings, pulling long grasses 
from under the windows of what was once the 
lounge bar, and scratching themselves against 
the wind-blurred edges. 

The building is in two parts — a small 18th 
Century cottage, onto which some Victo- 
rian builder tacked an extension — the newer, 
hard-coloured, machine-made bricks in ugly 
contrast to the irregularly-sized, locally made 
(perhaps in Brickyard Lane, a few hundred 
yards away), mellower originals. Someone 
once tried to unite the two parts by putting an 
attractive roof of the local pantiles over both, 
but the older building seems to shrink from 
its brash adjunct, like a body rejecting a trans- 
planted organ. 

It is more strictly accurate, however, to 
say that it is the newer part which is shrink- 
ing from its neighbour. From the top left hand 
corner of the Victorian side elevation, an 
enormous and ever widening crack is reach- 
ing from the still intact roof downwards in 
a bite shape, with an ever larger and heavier 
load of 1880s stock leaning more and more 
crazily outwards into the field that was once 
a kitchen garden. The old part of the building 
is having its revenge, although the collapse of 
the extension may ultimately mean the col- 
lapse of the extended. 

Every time I pass by, I look at it with keen 
interest, trying to guess when the toppling 
lump will lose its tenuous, lime-mortar hold 
on the rest of the wall, wondering whether the 
roof will be able to stand the loss of its corner 
support, and what will be revealed when the 
corner eventually gives up the ghost. Maybe 
this winter will be the inn’s last, and there will 
bea punctuation mark to hazy local memories 
of smugglers’ caches and convivial nights. 

I mention this modest, dying building be- 
cause ruins are becoming very scarce in the 
countryside - and as they vanish, they are 
taking with them a great deal of rural charac- 
ter and an ineffable magical quality. 

In November, jointly with the Coun- 


tryside Agency, English Heritage issued a 
warning about what it restrainedly called 
“pressure” on rural buildings like barns, oast- 
houses, dovecotes and stables. The report 
found that 7.4% of listed farm buildings were 
in a severe state, from disuse, dereliction or 
“horror” conversions — ones unsympathetic 
to their character and surroundings. About 
10% of farmers have historic buildings that 
need repairs, with the result that almost one 
third of listed farm buildings have already 
been converted. Many unlisted farm build- 
ings are disappearing daily (which rather begs 
the question why English Heritage doesn't list 
more of them). 

The report went on to call for govern- 
ment aid to assist private owners with repairs 


to such endangered buildings. Clearly, this is 
a good idea. Equally clearly, it is unlikely to 
be welcomed by a government which would 
rather spend money fighting other people's 
wars or assisting Bulgarian farmers. 

But, while English Heritage’s good in- 
tentions are to be welcomed, perhaps a few 
buildings (so long as they are not listed) 
should just be left to slip away quietly, dis- 
solving gently into the landscape that gave 
rise to them. The countryside should not be 
tidied up too much. 

‘There are good ecological reasons for a 
selective ‘hands-off’ approach. Many animals 
- like barn owls — rely on old buildings for 
shelter and food. But while this should be 
reason enough to leave some ruins alone, the 
most compelling reason is that ruins help us 
remember. 


In the 18th Century, many landowners 
erected artificial ‘ruins’ in otherwise unre- 
markable corners of their estates. This was 
in accordance with the “sublime and pictur- 
esque” ideals of arbiters of taste like William 
Beckford, William Kent and Horace Walpole. 
Scenery, it was felt, should arouse ideas of 
Sublimity, Beauty (these concepts closely de- 
fined then, thanks partly to Burke's 1756 On 
the Sublime and Beautiful) and the Horrid 
(meaning awe and a frisson of Augustan fear 
of wilderness and civilization’s decay). 

While few of us can now afford to com- 
mission follies, these pre-Romantics were 
right to believe that tottering buildings give 
meaning to landscapes. It gives depth and 
poignancy to a country walk to know that 
those bumps in the field were once pigsties, 
and to see inside a roofless barn a rotting old 
carriage that was once shining with new paint 
and pulled by sleek horses. Ruins — even if 
they are just workaday vernacular buildings 
— remind us of who came before us, what 


they were like, what they were capable of, 
how they lived and what moved them. To un- 
derstand some of these lessons is the first step 
in arousing a sense of place, and a sense of 
ownership of that place. While we are differ- 
ent from our predecessors, we are also rather 
like them. We have sprung from them, owe 
something to their memory, and are carrying 
something of them forward into an uncertain 
future. Ruins also remind us of the limits of 
who we are and to what we can do, and pro- 
vide a sense of proportion. 

Most of all, ruins are plain magi- 
cal — physical playgrounds for the young, 
and intellectual playgrounds for those 
who like to remember what has passed 
and what is passing. Ruins are a standing 
history lesson, and a standing reproach, 
and some of them, at least, should be al- 
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